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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Justice 

Section 213.3310(d)(2) is amended to 
show that the Schedule C authority for 
the position of Chief. General Litiga¬ 
tion Section, Antitrust Division is re¬ 
voked. Effective on publication in the 
Federal Register, § 213.3310 is amended 
as set out below. 

§ 213.3310 Department of Justice. 

• • • • • 

(d) Antitrust Division. • • * 

(2) [Revoked 1 


(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR 1954-1958 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[ SEAL] JAMES C. SPRY, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14036; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 511—POSITION CLASSIFICA¬ 
TION UNDER THE CLASSIFICATION 

SYSTEM 

PART 534—PAY UNDER OTHER 
SYSTEMS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Section 511.201(b) is amended to show 
exclusions from Part 511 and from class¬ 
ification under the General Schedule of 
student dental assistants. Department 
of the Navy, and hospital recreation 
residents, Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare. Section 534.202(b) is 
amended to add maximum stipends pre¬ 
scribed for these trainees. 

1. Effective May 29, 1968, the follow¬ 
ing items are added to paragraph (b) of 
§ 511.201: 

§311,201 Coverage of and exclusions 
from ihc Classification System. 

* * ♦ • # 

(b) Exclusions. • • ♦ 

Student dental assistants, Department of 
the Navy, 1 year approved training after 
a m inimum of l year college level training. 

Hospital recreation residents. Depart¬ 
ment of Health. Education, and Welfare, 
second year approved postgraduate training. 
(5 H.8.C. 5102, 5115, 5351) 

2. Effective May 29, 1968, the fol¬ 
lowing items are added to paragraph (b) 
of § 534.202: 


§'534.202 Maximum stipends. 

* • • • • 
(b) • • • 

Hospital recreation residents. Depart¬ 
ment of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare: Second year approved post¬ 


graduate training_:_ L-6 

• • • • • 

Student dental assistants, Depart¬ 
ment of the Navy: 1 year approved 
training after a minimum of 1 year 
college level training_ L-2 


(5 U.S.C. 5102, 5351,5352,5341) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14037; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board 

SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
SYSTEM 

[No. 22,265] 

PART 556—STATEMENTS OF POLICY 
Service Corporations 

November 15,1968. 

Resolved that the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, upon the basis of consid¬ 
eration by it of the advisability of 
amending the Statement of Policy con¬ 
tained in § 556.3 of the rules and regula¬ 
tions for the Federal Savings and Loan 
System (12 CFR 556.3) as follows: 

a. Paragraph (b) (3): By adding the 
word “primarily” after “performed” and 
by deleting the word “for” before “other 
savings and loan associations ♦ * 

b. Paragraph (c)(1): By deleting the 
fourth sentence and substituting two 
sentences, one providing that the 
Board will consider applications for in¬ 
vestment in sevrice corporations that en¬ 
gage in improving blighted areas and 
making low cost housing available to low 
income families on reasonable terms; 
and the other noting that applications 
for formation of or # investment in serv¬ 
ice corporations for other purposes re¬ 
lated to the functions of savings and loan 
associations may be filed as provided In 
§ 545.9-1 (b). 

c. Paragraph (c) (2): By deleting the 
first sentence; and 

d. By deleting the provisions of sub- 
paragraph (2) of paragraph (d) in its 
entirety and substituting new provisions 
therefor; 

does hereby amend § 556.3 to read as 
follows: 


§ 556.3 Service corporations. 

(a) Introduction. Federal Regulation 
545.9-1 of this chapter permits Federal 
savings and loan associations to partici¬ 
pate in service corporations and provides 
two approaches to such participation. 

(1) A Federal association is per¬ 
mitted, without further action by the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board, to in¬ 
vest in a statewide service corporation if 
certain tests are met to assure that the 
service corporation is open to all savings 
and loan associations in the same State 
on equal terms. Subparagraph (4) of 
Federal Regulation 545.9-1 (a) of this 
chapter requires that “Substantially all 
of the activities of such service corpora¬ 
tion consist of originating, purchasing, 
selling and servicing loans upon real es¬ 
tate and participating interests therein, 
and/or clerical, bookkeeping, account¬ 
ing, statistical, or similar functions per¬ 
formed primarily for savings and loan 
associations, plus such other activities as 
the Board may approve. 

(2) Prior specific approval of the Fed¬ 
eral Home Loan Bank Board is required, 
under Federal Regulation 545.9-1 (b) of 
this chapter, where a Federal association 
proposes to form a service corporation or 
invest in the capital stock, obligations, 
or other securities of a service corpora¬ 
tion other than as provided under para¬ 
graph (a) of that regulation. 

(3) Recent developments and trends 
in the creation of service corporations 
make it desirable that the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board make a statement as to 
activities that are permissible under 
paragraph (a) of § 545.9-1 of this chap¬ 
ter, and as to certain activities that 
would be appropriate for approval for 
service corporations under the provi¬ 
sions of paragraph (b) of § 545.9-1 of 
this chapter. 

(b) Paragraph (a) of Federal Regu¬ 
lation 545.9-1. (1) Subparagraph (4) of 
paragraph (a) permits service corpora¬ 
tions meeting the requirements of para¬ 
graph (a) to originate, purchase, sell, 
and service loans upon real estate and 
participating interests therein. This in¬ 
cludes the brokering and warehousing of 
such real estate loans. 

(2) The phrase “clerical, bookkeeping, 
accounting, statistical, or similar func¬ 
tions” (performed primarily for savings 
and loan associations) includes: 

(i) Data processing services; 

(ii) Accounting services; 

(ill) Auditing services; 

(iv) Bulk buying of office supplies, 
furniture, and equipment; 

(v) Development and operation of 
disaster storage facilities of microfilm or 
other duplicate records. 

(3) Under the last clause of subpara¬ 
graph (4) of § 545.9-l(a) of this chap¬ 
ter—“such other activities as the Board 
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may approve”—the Board hereby ap¬ 
proves the following services to be per¬ 
formed primarily for members of the 
service corporations and other savings 
f*nd loan associations in the same State. 
District. Commonwealth, territory or 
possession: 

(i) Credit information, appraisal, and 
construction loan inspection services, 
and abstracting; 

(ii) Services to facilitate the flow of 
large accounts from new sources into 
savings and loan associations; 

(iii) Administration of personnel 
benefit programs, including life and 
health insurance, and health and pen¬ 
sion plans; 

(iv) Tax consulting services; 

(v) Appropriate research, studies, and 
surveys; and 

(vi) Cooperative or institutional ad¬ 
vertising. 

(4) Under the last clause of subpara¬ 
graph (4) of § 545.9-l(a) of this chapter, 
the Board also approves the mak¬ 
ing, purchasing, and selling of educa¬ 
tional loans by service corporations, and 
investments of the type specified in 
§ 545.9 of this chapter. 

(5) The approvals of “other activi¬ 
ties” for paragraph (a) service corpora¬ 
tions of this section contained in this 
statement of policy are subject to revoca¬ 
tion and revision from time to time by 
the Board. 

(c) Paragraph (6) of Federal Regula¬ 
tion 545.9-1. (1) Under Federal Regula¬ 
tion 545.9-1 (b) of this chapter, the 
Board will consider for approval invest¬ 
ment in a service corporation whose ac¬ 
tivities are permitted under Federal Reg¬ 
ulation 545.9-1 (a) of this chapter and 
are otherwise limited to those which a 
Federal savings and loan association is 
authorized to perform within the limita¬ 
tions of law and regulation. However, 
in no event will approval be given where 
provision is made for use of the service 
corporation to exercise voting rights in 
the association itself. In addition to 
those activities which a Federal associa¬ 
tion is authorized to perform, the Board 
will consider for approval applications 
in which the service corporation, or a 
subsidiary, has authority to act as an in¬ 
surance agent, escrow agent, or trustee 
under deeds of trust, primarily for the 
benefit of the service corporation mem¬ 
bers. The Board will also consider ap¬ 
plications for investment in service cor¬ 
porations that engage in improving 
blighted areas and making decent hous¬ 
ing, on reasonable terms, available for 
low income families. Applications for 
formation of or investment in service 
corporations for other purposes related 
to the functions of savings and loan as¬ 
sociations also may be filed, as provided 
in 5 545.9-1 (b) of this chapter. Where 
any operating business engaged in the 
activities referred to in this paragraph 
is to be acquired by a service corporation, 
it will be necessary to establish to the 
satisfaction of the Board the fairness of 
the purchase price and the terms of the 
transaction. Subsequent acquisitions by 
service corporations must be approved by 
the Board and are subject to the same 


standards and conditions as herein 
provided. 

(2) In any case where prior specific 
Board approval is required, it is incum¬ 
bent upon the applicants to provide for 
Board consideration, in detail and with 
the utmost clarity and precision, a state¬ 
ment of contemplated activities. It 
should be borne in mind that neither the 
regulations nor Board policy contem¬ 
plates the use of the service corporation 
vehicle as a means to improve the appear¬ 
ance of mismanaged or problem insti¬ 
tutions (for example, through the pur¬ 
chase of “scheduled items”). Accordingly, 
it will be inappropriate for a service cor¬ 
poration to purchase, or otherwise ac¬ 
quire, from its member institutions, or 
parent, “scheduled items” as that term 
is defined in Insurance Regulation 561.15 
of this chapter. 

(d) General. (1) There will be no ex¬ 
ception to the examination and audit re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (d) of § 545.9-1 
of this chapter. The applicable require¬ 
ment also applies to all service corpora¬ 
tion “subsidiaries” and “affiliates." In 
this connection, the corporate powers of 
the service corporations may not pro¬ 
vide for ownership of subsidiaries other 
than on a wholly owned basis. Further, 
the powers and authorities of a subsidi¬ 
ary of a service corporation may not 
exceed those of its parent. 

(2) Section 545.9-1 (e) of this chapter 
requires Federal associations to dispose 
of investments in service corporations 
engaging in activities not permitted 
under the Federal regulations. The re¬ 
quirement is applicable to investments 
in both paragraph (a) and paragraph 
(b) service corporations of this section. 
Disposal by a Federal association will not 
be required if within 90 days after notice, 
the service corporation concerned dis¬ 
continues the impermissible activity and 
disposes of any investment therein. 

(i) It may well be that a Federal asso¬ 
ciation, in order to protect itself from 
being required to dispose of investments 
(capital stock, obligations, including 
loans, or other securities of the service 
corporation) in service corporations 
under paragraph (e) of § 545.9-1 of this 
chapter will insist (in participating with 
State-chartered associations in service 
corporations) that there be an agreement 
with the service corporation (and/or 
other associations investing in the serv¬ 
ice corporation) that the service cor¬ 
poration not engage in an activity which 
is not permitted for a service corporation 
in which a Federal association may 
invest. 

(ii) In some instances, the Federal 
association may wish the additional 
protection of an agreement with the serv¬ 
ice corporation for redemption of stock 
or repurchase of any other investment 
in the event that the service corporation 
engages in an activity which is not per¬ 
missible under the Federal regulations. 
The nature of any such protective agree¬ 
ments will be a matter for individual 
Federal associations to determine and 
their form may depend to some degree 
on any governing State law. 

(iii) In adopting paragraph (e), the 
Board considered the situation in which 


a Federal association might be placed by 
the requirement of paragraph (e) that 
it dispose of an investment for which 
there may be no ready outside market. 
It was the Board’s judgment that 
Federal associations should take this 
problem into consideration prior to 
investment in a service corporation. 

(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.S.C. 
1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947. 12 P.R. 4981. 
3 CFR, 1943-1948 Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[seal] Grenville L. Millard. Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 68-14044; Piled. Nov. 21. 1968: 
8:47 a.m.) 


SUBCHAPTER D—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
INSURANCE CORPORATION 

[No. 22,2781 

PART 563—OPERATIONS 

Required Amounts and Maintenance 
of Federal Insurance Reserve 

November 15, 1968. 

Resolved that the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board, upon the basis of considera¬ 
tion by it of the advisability of amend¬ 
ing subparagraph (5) of paragraph (b) 
of § 563.13 of the rules and regulations 
for Insurance of Accounts (12 CFR 563.- 
13(b)(5)) for the purpose of extending 
the present change made by said sub- 
paragraph (5) in the Federal insurance 
reserve semiannual credit requirement 
for two additional semiannual periods, 
hereby amends said subparagraph (5) to 
read as follows, effective December 23, 
1968: 

§ 563.13 Required amounts and mainte¬ 
nance of Federal insurance reserve. 
• * • * * 

(b) Semiannual credits . • • • 

(5) During the seven semiannual pe¬ 
riods commencing on and after July 1. 
1966, the 10 percent of net income semi¬ 
annual credit requirement in subpara¬ 
graphs (2) and (3) of this paragraph 
shall be 5 percent of net income. 

• • • • * 

(Secs. 402, 403, 48 Stat. 1256, 1257. as 
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1725, 1726. Reorg. Plan 
No. 3 of 1947, 12 Pit. 4981. 3 CFR. 1943-1948 
Comp., p. 1071) 

Resolved further that the Board finds 
that it is advisable for institutions af¬ 
fected by the above amendment, for pur¬ 
poses of planning their operations, to be 
informed as early as possible of the ex¬ 
tension of the present change made by 
said subparagraph (5) in the Federal in¬ 
surance reserve semiannual credit re¬ 
quirement, and, therefore, finds that no¬ 
tice and public procedure would be con¬ 
trary to the public interest. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[ seal ] Grenville L. Millard, Jr., 

Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14045; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968 ; 

8:48 am.] 
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Transpor¬ 
tation 

\Docket No. 7025; Arndt. 91-63] 

PART 91— GENERAL OPERATING 
AND FLIGHT RULES 

Category II Operations 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 91 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to clarify certain of the equip¬ 
ment requirements for Category n 
operations conducted by general avia¬ 
tion airplanes. 

On April 25, 1967, the FAA issued a 
comprehensive group of amendments (32 
P.R. 6901, May 5, 1967) that established 
standards and procedures for the use of 
Category n approach minimums. The 
preamble to those amendments noted a 
number of substantive changes from the 
notice of proposed rule making and in¬ 
vited public comment for possible future 
amendments. As a result of those com¬ 
ments and several petitions for rule mak¬ 
ing, the FAA has decided to alter and 
clarify some of the equipment require¬ 
ments contained in section 2 of Appendix 
A to Part 91. 

A number of objections have been 
raised to the requirement for dual flight 
director displays. It is felt that a second 
display of computed command informa¬ 
tion from the flight director system is 
repetitious and unnecessary. On the other 
hand, some persons believe that the rules 
do not require any display of basic data 
nor do they require a display of informa¬ 
tion from the other ILS system. There¬ 
fore, there did not appear to be true 
duality of instrumentation as is provided 
for the other critical flight instruments 
and, as a result, the functioning of the 
ILS could not be properly monitored. 

These comments indicated that there 
is some misunderstanding with respect 
to the instrumentation that is required. 
Section 2(a) (1) of Appendix A requires 
two complete ILS receiving systems, 
which would have to include a basic dis¬ 
play from each system. Section 2(a) (9) 
requires either an automatic approach 
coupler or a flight director system. If a 
flight director system is used, two dis¬ 
plays of computed ILS information must 
also be provided. Thus, there is duality 
of basic ILS displays for monitoring of 
ILS function and duality of computed 
displays to assure that the pilot who is 
flying the approach will have the neces¬ 
sary instrumentation regardless of which 
seat he is occupying. 

However, in view of such comments, 
the FAA believes that these equipment 
requirements should be clarified and 
jttade somewhat more flexible. Therefore, 
the rules are being amended by deleting 
the requirement for dual displays of com¬ 
puted flight director information. As¬ 
surance that the pilot flying the 
approach will have the proper flight di¬ 
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rector instrumentation is achieved by a 
direct requirement to that effect in § 91.6. 
The requirement for a basic ILS display 
from each system is specifically set forth. 
It is also made clear that there must 
be a basic ILS display on each side of the 
instrument panel in order that the per¬ 
formance of the ILS can be adequately 
monitored during the approach. The 
term "flight director” is somewhat am¬ 
biguous since some "flight director” sys¬ 
tems have been advertised that do not 
provide computed command information 
but only basic ILS courses and glide slope 
data. Therefore, the essential elements of 
a flight director system are specifically 
required by this amendment. In addition 
the use of a single axis automatic ap¬ 
proach coupler is permitted. 

A minor correction is also made to 
§ 91.34(c) which should have referred to 
"section" rather than "paragraph." 

Since these amendments are clarifying 
or relaxatory in nature and impose no 
additional burden on any person, I find 
that notice and public procedure are 
unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
91 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective December 22, 1968, as 
follows: 

1. Section 91.6(a) is amended by add¬ 
ing a new subparagraph (3) at the end 
thereof to read as follows: 

§91.6 Category II operation: general 
operating rules. 

(a) ♦ * • 

(3) The instrument panel in front of 
the pilot who is controlling the aircraft 
has appropriate instrumentation for the 
type of flight control guidance system 
that is being used. 

• • * • * 
§91.34 [Amended] 

2. Section 91.34(c) is amended by 
deleting the word "paragraph" and in¬ 
serting the word "section" is place there¬ 
of. 

3. Section 2(a) of Appendix A is 
amended by amending subparagraphs 
(1) and (9) to read as follows: 

2. Required instruments and equipment. 

(a) • • • 

(1) Two localizer and glide slope receiv¬ 
ing systems. Each system must provide a 
basic ILS display and each side of the in¬ 
strument panel must have a basic ILS dis¬ 
play. However, a single localizer antenna and 
a single glide slope antenna may be used. 

• • • » • 

(9) A flight control guidance system that 
consists of either an automatic approach 
coupler or a flight director system. A flight 
director system must display computed in¬ 
formation as steering command in relation 
to an ILS localizer and, on the same instru¬ 
ment, either computed information as pitch 
command in relation to an ILS glide slope 
or basic ILS glide slope information. An 
automatic approach coupler must provide, 
at least automatic steering in relation to an 
ILS localizer. The flight control guidance 
system may be operated from one of the 
receiving systems required by subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph. 

• • • • • 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421) 
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 14,1968. 

Oscar Bakke, 

Acting for the Administrator. 

|F.R. Doc. 68-14021; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

|TX). 68-288] 

PART 16—LIQUIDATION OF DUTIES 

Countervailing Duties; Ski-Lifts From 
Italy 

In the Federal Register of August 
23, 1968, page 12011, the Commissioner 
of Customs announced that informa¬ 
tion had been received pursuant to 
§ 16.24(b) of the Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 16.24(b)) which appeared to 
indicate that certain rebates or refunds 
granted by Italy on the exportation of 
ski-lifts and parts thereof constitute the 
payment or bestowal of a bounty or 
grant, directly or indirectly, within the 
meaning of section 303 of the Tariff Act. 
1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1303), upon 
the manufacture, production or exporta¬ 
tion of the merchandise to which the 
payments apply. The notice provided in¬ 
terested parties 30 days from the date 
of publication to submit data, views, or 
arguments with regard to the existence 
or nonexistence and the net amount of 
a bounty or grant. 

An investigation was conducted pur¬ 
suant to § 16.24(d) of the Customs Reg¬ 
ulations (19 CFR 16.24(d)). 

After consideration of all information 
received, the Bureau is satisfied that ex¬ 
ports of ski lifts and parts thereof from 
Italy are subject to bounties or grants 
within the meaning of section 303. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that ski-lifts and parts thereof imported 
directly or indirectly from Italy, if en¬ 
tered for consumption or withdwrawn 
from warehouse for consumption after 
the expiration of 30 days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Customs Bulle¬ 
tin, will be subject to the payment of 
countervailing duties equal to the net 
amount of any bounty or grant deter¬ 
mined or estimated to have been paid or 
bestowed. 

In accordance with section 303, the 
net amount of such bounty or grant 
under the information presently avail¬ 
able has been ascertained and deter¬ 
mined or estimated, and such net amount 
is hereby declared to be as specified in 
the listing attached as Annex A. Effec¬ 
tive on the 31st day after the date of 
publication of the notice in the Customs 
Bulletin and until further notice, upon 
the entry for consumption or withdrawal 
from warehouse for consumption of such 
dutiable ski-lifts and parts thereof im¬ 
ported directly or indirectly from Italy, 
which benefit from such bounties or 
grants there shall be collected, in addi¬ 
tion to any other duties estimated or 
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determined to be due, countervailing 
duties in the amount ascertained in ac¬ 
cordance with the above declaration. 

The table in § 16.24(f) of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 16.24(f)) is amend¬ 
ed by inserting after the last entry for 
Italy, the words “Ski-lifts and parts 
thereof** in the column headed “Com¬ 
modity,** the number of this Treasury 
decision in the column headed “Treasury 
Decision,** and the words “Bounty de¬ 
clared—Rate’’ in the column headed 
“Action.** 

(R.S. 251, secs., 303, 624, 46 Stat. 687, 759; 19 
U.S.C. 66.1303, 1624) 

[seal] Lester D. Johnson, 

Commissioner of Customs . 

Approved: November 15,1968. 

Joseph M. Bowman, 

Assistant Secretary. 

Annex A 


Station_ 18 Lire per kg. 

Electric motor_ 35 Lire per kg. 

Gasoline engine- 35 Lire per kg. 

Panel_ 16 Lire per kg. 

Towers_ 18 Lire per kg. 

Sheave_ 20 Lire per kg. 

Chairs_15 Lire per kg. 

Cable_7._ 20 Lire per kg. 

Launching_ 20 Lire per kg. 

Monorail_ 15 Lire per kg. 

Other_ 15 Lire per kg. 


In the case of importation of a complete 
ski lift, countervailing duties will be col¬ 
lected on the basis of the countervailing 
duties applicable to the component parts 
thereof, as enumerated above. 

[PJEt. Doc. 68-14002; Filed, Nov. 20, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.J 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter II—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 4554] 

[Idaho 996] 

IDAHO 

Partial Revocation of Public Water 
Reserve 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by section 1 of the act of 
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 
141), and pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 4831), 
it is ordered as follows: 

1. The Executive order of April 17. 
1926, creating Public Water Reserve No. 
107, is hereby revoked so far as it affects 
the following described land: 

Boise Meridian 

T.9S..R.5 W.. 

Sec. 9, W»ASE!4. 

The area described contains 80 acres 
in Owyhee County, Idaho. 
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The land is located about 20 air miles 
south-southeast of Jordan Valley, Oreg. 

2. At 10 a.m. on December 24, 1968, the 
land shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law. All valid ap¬ 
plications received at or prior to 10 a.m. 
on December 24,1968, shall be considered 
as simultaneously filed at that time. 
Those received thereafter shall be con¬ 
sidered in the order of filing. 

3. The land will be open to location for 
nonmetalliferous minerals at 10 a.m. on 
December 24, 1968. It has been open to 
applications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, and to location under the 
U.S. mining laws for metalliferous min¬ 
erals. 

Inquiries concerning the land shall be 
addressed to the Manager, Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Boise, 
Idaho. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

November 18,1968. 

[F It. Doc. 68-14017: Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 am.] 


[Public Land Order 4555] 

[Oregon 898 (Wash.)] 

WASHINGTON 

Withdrawal for National Forest 
Recreation Area 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 P.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described national forest lands 
are hereby withdrawn from appropria¬ 
tion under the mining laws (30 U.S.C., 
Ch. 2), but not from leasing under the 
mineral leasing laws, in aid of programs 
of the Department of Agriculture: 

Okanogan National Forest 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 

Klip Chuck Campground 

T. 36 N., R. 19 E. (unsurveyed), 

Sec.29,S%NW&; 

Sec. 30, NE % NE *4 • 

The areas described aggregate 120 
acres in Okanogan County. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of the 
national forest lands under lease, license, 
or permit, or governing the disposal of 
their mineral or vegetative resources 
other than the mining laws. 

Harry R. Anderson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 

November 18,1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14018; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 am.] 


Title 45—PUBLIC WELFARE 

Subtitle A—Department of Health, 

Education, and Welfare, General 

Administration 

PART 30—CLAIMS COLLECTION 
Delegation of Authority 

In order to reflect the redelegation of 
authority by the Department Claims 
Officer to compromise and terminate 
claims up to $100, paragraph (b) of 
§ 30.3 of the Department Claims Collec¬ 
tion Regulations published in 32 F.R. 
17891, December 14, 1967, is hereby 
amended by inserting after the word 
“that** on line 5 and before the word 
“no** a comma and the phrase “with re¬ 
spect to claims of $100 or more** so that 
paragraph (b) reads as follows: 

§ 30.3 Delegation of authority. 

* * # * « 

(b) The appropriate office, local, re¬ 
gional, or headquarters shall take all 
necessary administrative action required 
under the Act and Joint Regulations, ex¬ 
cept that, with respect to claims of $100 
or more, no compromise of a claim shall 
be effected, nor collection action sus¬ 
pended or terminated except upon prior 
approval of the Department Claims 
Officer or upon his specific delegation. 

Dated: November 18,1968. 

William H. Mttchel, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Management Systems. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14042; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:47 a.m.] 

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

Chapter 1—Federal Procurement 
Regulations 

AMENDMENT OF PROCUREMENT 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

This amendment of the Federal Pro¬ 
curement Regulations prescribes changes 
in the Small Business Subcontracting 
Program clause and in Standard Form 
37, Report on Procurement by Civilian 
Executive Agencies, which are pre¬ 
scribed in §§ 1-1.710-3 and 1-16.804-3. 
respectively. The change in the clause 
is designed to provide specifically for 
the submission of small business sub¬ 
contracting statistics by prime contrac¬ 
tors. An optional form is provided for 
use by contractors in reporting sub¬ 
contract data. The revised Standard 
Form 37 requires the submission of 
statistics concerning overall procure¬ 
ment, selected types of procurement, and 
small business subcontracting. 
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PART 1-1—GENERAL 

The table of contents for Part 1-1 is 
amended to include the following revised 

entry: 

Sec 

1 -1 807 Records and reports. 

Subpart 1—1.7—Small Business 
Concerns 

Subparagraph (a) (8) of the Small 
Business Subcontracting Program clause 
in 5 1-1.710-3(b) is revised to read as 

follows: 

§1-1.710—3 Required clauses. 

• • • * • 

(b) * * • 

Small Business Subcontracting Program 

(a) • • • 

( 8 1 Submit quarterly reports of subcon¬ 
tracting to small business concerns on either 
Optional Form 61, Small Business Subcon¬ 
tracting Program Quarterly Report of Par¬ 
ticipating Large Company on Subcontract 
Commitments to Small Business Concerns, 
or such other form as may be specified in 
the contract. Except as otherwise provided 
In this contract, the reporting requirements 
of this subparagraph (8) do not apply to 
small business contractors, small business 
subcontractors, educational and nonprofit 
institutions, and contractors or subcontrac¬ 
tors for standard commercial items. 

• • • * * 
Subpart 1—1.8—Labor Surplus Area 
Concerns 

Section 1-1.807 is revised to read as 

follows: 

§ 1-1.807 Records and reports. 

Executive agencies shall maintain such 
records of procurement contracts to be 
performed in labor surplus areas as are 
necessary to prepare reports prescribed 
in § 1-16.804-4. 


PART 1-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS 

The table of contents for Part 1-16 is 
amended to include the following new 
and revised entries: 

8ec. 

1-16.804 Report on procurement. 

1-16.804-1 General. 

1-16.804—2 Agencies required to report. 
1-16.804-3 Standard Form 37, Report on 
Procurement by Civilian Executive Agen¬ 
cies. 

1-16.804-4 Contracts placed In labor sur¬ 
plus areas. 

1-16 804-5 Reports by contractors under 
Small Business Subcontracting Program. 
1-16.804-6 ConsoUdated report of procure¬ 
ment by civilian executive agencies. 
1-16.902-OF61 Optional Form 61: Small 
Business Subcontracting Program Quar¬ 
terly Report of Participating Large 
Company on Subcontract Commitments 
to Small Business Concerns. 

Subpart 1—16.8—Miscellaneous 
Forms 

1. Section 1-16.804 is revised and new 
H 1-16.804-1 through 1-16.804-6 are 
added, as follows: 


§ 1—16.804 Report on procurement. 

§ 1—16.804—1 General. 

This section prescribes reporting re¬ 
quirements to provide information con¬ 
cerning the extent to which prime con¬ 
tracts have been (a) entered into by 
formal advertising versus negotiation, 

(b) placed with small business concerns 
as a result of set-asides or otherwise, and 

(c) placed in labor surplus areas. In 
addition, the section prescribes require¬ 
ments for reporting information regard¬ 
ing subcontract awards to small business 
concerns. Such data are designed to pro¬ 
vide the Small Business Administration, 
Office of Emergency Preparedness, con¬ 
gressional committees, and others, with 
summary information concerning pro¬ 
curement transactions. 

§ 1—16.804—2 Agencies required to re¬ 
port. 

Each civilian executive agency shall 
report its procurement to the General 
Services Administration for the agency 
as a whole and for each bureau or com¬ 
parable major organizational unit of 
the agency. When procurement is per¬ 
formed by one agency for another, the 
agency performing the procurement 
shall report the transactions; however, 
when an agency establishes contracts for 
use by other agencies, only the agencies 
procuring under such contracts shall 
report (see § l-16.804-3(c) (2)). Agen¬ 
cies shall submit negative reports if no 
reportable procurements are made dur¬ 
ing the reporting period. 

§ 1—16.804—3 Standard Form 37, Report 
on Procurement by Civilian Execu¬ 
tive Agencies. 

(a' Form prescribed. Standard Form 
37, Report on Procurement by Civilian 
Executive Agencies (June 1968 edition) 
is prescribed for use when reporting pro¬ 
curement in accordance with this sec¬ 
tion. However, where determined advan¬ 
tageous by the reporting agency, mech¬ 
anized printout reports containing the 
same information and in the same for¬ 
mat as called for on Standard Form 37 
may be submitted in lieu of Standard 
Form 37. 

(b) Procurement to be excluded. All 
procurement shall be reported except the 
following: 

(1) Procurement of supplies from 
governmental sources, including District 
of Columbia Government; Federal Pris¬ 
ons Industries, Inc.; Government Print¬ 
ing Office; and General Services Admin¬ 
istration (supply depots, fuel yard, etc.). 

(2) Procurement of transportation by 
Government bill of lading and transpor¬ 
tation of personnel. 

(c) Prime procurement to be reported. 
The net dollar amount procured shall be 
reported with subtotals showing the dol¬ 
lar amounts awarded to small business 
concerns and to other than small busi¬ 
ness. The following additional informa¬ 
tion shall be reported. 


(1) Procurements awarded by the re¬ 
porting agency, with breakouts indicat¬ 
ing the dollar amounts for advertised 
and negotiated contracts. The dollar 
amounts for small purchases under 
$2,500 may be developed by generally ac¬ 
cepted statistical sampling methods, in 
accordance with agency procedures, and 
purchases under $100 may be excluded. 

(2) Procurements under other agency 
contracts, with breakouts indicating the 
dollar amounts procured under (i) Fed¬ 
eral Supply Schedule and other GSA 
contracts regardless of dollar amount 
and (ii) other agency contracts. 

(d) Selected types of procurement 
data to be reported. (1) Summary data 
shall be furnished showing the dollar 
amount of total and partial small busi¬ 
ness set-asides (whether made on a 
unilateral or joint determination basis), 
with subtotals for (i) other than con¬ 
struction contracts and (ii) construction 
contracts. 

(2) Summary data shall be furnished 
showing the dollar amount of procure¬ 
ment actions to be performed in labor 
surplus areas. Subtotals thereunder 
shall show the dollar amount of procure¬ 
ments placed in labor surplus areas as a 
result of (i) preference procedures and 
(ii) nonpreference procedures. Also, the 
dollar amount of such contracts awarded 
to small business concerns and to other 
than small business concerns shall be re¬ 
ported. See also § 1-16.804-4. 

(3) Summary data shall be furnished 
showing the total dollar amount of con¬ 
struction contracts and the extent to 
which such contracts were placed with 
small business concerns and other than 
small business concerns. 

<4) Summary data shall be furnished 
showing the total dollar amount of con¬ 
tracts with educational institutions and 
nonprofit organizations. 

(5) Summary data shall be furnished 
showing the dollar amount of subcon¬ 
tract and purchase commitments re¬ 
ported by large company prime contrac¬ 
tors under the Small Business Subcon¬ 
tracting Program clause (§ l-1.710-3(b)) 
and the total number of prime contrac¬ 
tors submitting such reports. See § 1- 
16.804-5 concerning the reporting form 
to be used by prime contractors. Due to 
the normal time lag between the time 
prime contracts are awarded and sub¬ 
contracts thereunder are placed, infor¬ 
mation in this regard may appear unbal¬ 
anced on any individual periodic report. 

(e) Instructions for preparation of 
Standard Form 37. Instructions for 
preparation of Standard Form 37 are 
provided on the reverse side of the form, 
which is illustrated at § 1-16.901-37. 

(f) Frequency and due date for sub¬ 
mission of Standard Form 37. Standard 
Form 37 shall be prepared and summit- 
ted semiannually. One report shall be 
submitted for the 6-month period July 1 
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through December 31, and the other re¬ 
port for the 12-month period July 1 
through June 30 of each fiscal year. Each 
report shall be submitted (in the orig¬ 
inal only) within 45 calendar days after 
the close of each period. Reports shall be 
addressed to the General Services Ad¬ 
ministration. Office of Administration, 
Washington. D.C. 20405. 

§ 1-16.804—4 Contracts placed in labor 
surplus areas. 

(a) In developing the summary data 
concerning contracts placed in labor sur¬ 
plus areas, the Department or Labor 
publication “Area Trends in Employ¬ 
ment and Unemployment’’ shall be used 
as the required source document for in¬ 
formation pertaining to identification 
of labor surplus areas and sections of 
concentrated unemployment or under¬ 
employment. In this regard, although 
actual contract performance may occur 
in more than one labor surplus area, only 
the principal place of performance for 
any one contract should be considered 
for the purpose of classifying the con¬ 
tract as reportable in Part II of Stand¬ 
ard Form 37. In determining the princi¬ 
pal place of performance of a contract, 
the following rules shall be employed: 

(1) Where the procurement is from 
the manufacturer, use the contractor’s 
final assembly point unless a different 
principal place of performance is desig¬ 
nated by the contractor incidental to 
satisfying requirements of preference 
procurements, in which case such loca¬ 
tion shall be used. 

(2) Where the procurement is from a 
regular dealer, use the place from which 
shipment is made from the dealer’s stock 
(or, if the shipment is made from a sub¬ 
contractor who produces the item, use 
such subcontractor’s location). 

(3) For construction contracts, use the 
site of construction. 

(4) For service contracts, use the place 
where the service is performed. 

(5) Where the place of performance is 
unknown, use the home office location 
of the contractor. 

(b) Detailed listings showing the dol¬ 
lar amounts of contracts placed in spe¬ 
cific labor surplus areas shall not be 
submitted to the General Services Ad¬ 
ministration. However, such information 
should be retained by each agency for a 
period of at least one year and be avail¬ 
able for reference by the Office of Emer¬ 
gency Preparedness and other interested 
activities. 

§ 1—16.804—5 Reports by contractors 
under Small Business Subcontracting 
Program. 

(a) Optional Form 61, June 1968 edi¬ 
tion (illustrated in § 1-16.902-OF61), is 
designed for use when obtaining infor¬ 
mation from large business concerns 
(e.g., other than small business con¬ 
cerns) as to the dollar value of their sub¬ 
contract and purchase commitments 
under the Small Business Subcontracting 
Program. Reports are not required under 
prime contracts for standard commercial 
items unless the contracting agency spe¬ 
cifically provides for such reports. In the 


latter case paragraph (a) (8) of the 
clause prescribed by § 1-1.710-3 (b) must 
be modified. Also, unless otherwise pro¬ 
vided by the contracting agency, reports 
are not required under contracts or sub¬ 
contracts with small business concerns 
and educational and nonprofit insti¬ 
tutions. 

(b) For the purpose of achieving Gov¬ 
ernment-wide uniformity, the essential 
elements of this optional form are closely 
similar to those in the reporting form 
used by the Department of Defense. Ac¬ 
cordingly, Optional Form 61 shall be used 
by all civilian agencies in the collection 
of such information from prime con¬ 
tractors unless it is determined by the 
head of the procuring agency that use of 
an agency form would be more advan¬ 
tageous. Where such an agency deter¬ 
mination is made, the essential elements 
of information called for on the agency 


form shall be the same as those called 
for on Optional Form 61. 

§ 1—16.804—6 Consolidated report of 
procurement by civilian executive 
agencies. 

General Services Administration will 
consolidate the procurement data fur¬ 
nished by civilian executive agencies pur¬ 
suant to this section and will prepare and 
distribute copies of consolidated reports 
to interested activities. 

Subpart 1—16.9— Illustrations of 
Forms 

1. Section 1-16.901-37 is revised as fol¬ 
lows to illustrate the June 1968 edition 
of Standard Form 37. 

§ 1—16.901—37 Standard Form 37: Re¬ 
port on Procurement by Civilian Ex¬ 
ecutive Agencies. 

(a) Page 1 of Standard Form 37. 


REPORT ON PROCUREMENT 

BY CIVILIAN EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

{St* Imttnuthm •* trrrrtt) 

PERIOD COVERED 

Bumii 

'snrs.iT- 

REPORTING AGENCY (/«WWr W*u, »ft», ft*.) 

REFER QUESTIONS TO (N.-r mU irtU) 

TELEPHONE ISO. (*r C+it *md &*«*•) 

PROCUREMENTS REPORTED 

■ 

NET DOLLAR AMOUNT PROCURED 

iitwi /# M#f«r a*>iW> 

TOTAL 

n* 

SMALL BUSINESS 
CONCERNS 
c 

OTHER than 
SMALL BUSINESS 
d 

PART I—total prime procurement 



1. Total (2+3 + 4) 




2. Formally advertised 




3. Negotiated 




4. Procurements under other agency contracts (5+6) 




5. Fad. Sup. Sc had. & other GSA contract* 




6. Other agency contract* 





PART II —STATISTICS ON SELECTED TYPES OF PROCUREMENT 


7. Small business set-asides (8+9) 

xxxx 


xxxx 

8. Other than construction set-aside* 

xxxx 


xxxx 

9. Construction set-asides 

xxxx 


xxxx 

10. Procurements In labor surplus areas (11+14) 




11. Undsr preference procedures (12+13) C- 



_ 

12. With certified-eiigible concerns X 1 \ 




13. With other tabor surplus area^cgndfm^ f V 




14. Under nonpreference pryeed^e^ XVJ'* 




15. Procurement of constructM^C^ 




16. Procurement from education^ irtVjptiohs^and nonprofit 

xxxx 

xxxx 



omlttad from Part II. However, the dollar .mount, of such cut off, mwt b. entered under ~R.rn.fXi- 


17. Dollar amount of subcontract and purchase commitments under 
the Smell Business Subcontracting Program 




18. No. of prime contractors submitting smell business 
subcontracting reports 




xxxxxxxxxxxXXxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 


SUBMITTED BY {S<e*J*n) 

TTTLL 

DATE 

3W94 

Oanerml Services AOminNUBUon—fPK 141 CfBl 1-* 
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(b) Page 2 of Optional Form 61. 



(Sec. 205(c). 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c)) 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective January 1. 1969, but may be ob¬ 
served earlier upon availability of the 
prescribed forms. However, agencies may 
enter the letters N.A. (meaning not avail¬ 
able) in each block where data is called 
for by the forms and the data is not 
available by the close of the first report¬ 
ing period (i.e., June 30,1969) because of 
necessary changes in systems employed 
to collect the data. 

Dated: November 15,1968. 

Lawson B. Knott, Jr., 
Administrator of General Services. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14016; Piled. Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 am.) 


Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 9-9—PATENTS AND 
COPYRIGHTS 

Subpart 9-9.50—Patents, Inventions, 
Technical Data 

PART 9-15—CONTRACT COST 
PRINCIPLES AND PROCEDURES 

Subpart 9-15.50—Cost Principles 
and Procedures 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The following amendments establish 
guidelines as to rights to be obtained in 
and to technical data and inventions or 
discoveries made or conceived under in¬ 


dependent research and development 
projects where AEC has accepted a share 
of the costs of such projects included in 
indirect expenses. 

1. The following section is added to 
Subpart 9-*9.50, Patents, Inventions, 
Technical Data: 

§ 9—9.5019 Right* in invention* and 
technical data in AEC-supported con¬ 
tractor independent research and de¬ 
velopment projects. 

(a) Where AEC accepts a share of the 
cost of an independent research and de¬ 
velopment project of a contractor or sub¬ 
contractor and its share of the cost bears 
the percentage relationships indicated in 
AECPR 9-15.5010-12 (h) to the total cost 
incurred or to be incurred for such proj¬ 
ects during the contractor's or subcon¬ 
tractor's annual accounting period, the 
rights to be obtained in and to technical 
data developed and inventions or dis¬ 
coveries made or conceived in the course 
of or under such independent research 
and development projects shall be as set 
forth in AECPR 9-15.5010-12(h). 

(b) If the share of the cost provided 
by all of AEC's contracts and subcon¬ 
tracts, pursuant to the evaluation under 
AECPR 9-15.5010-12(h), is expected to 
be less than 20 percent of the cost of any 
individual IR&D project of the contrac¬ 
tor or subcontractor, a provision should 
be added to the contract requiring the 
contractor to furnish summary reports 
to the Commission upon request for 
evaluation purposes. 

(c) If the share of the cost provided 
by all of AEC’s contracts and subcon¬ 
tracts is expected to be 20 percent or 
more of the cost of any individual IR&D 
project of the contractor or subcontrac¬ 
tor but less than 75 percent, then a sum¬ 
mary report shall be furnished without a 
specific Commission request and a provi¬ 
sion should be added to the contract 
requiring the contractor (1) to promptly 
report any invention or discovery made 
or conceived in the course of or under 
any such IR&D project for which support 
is 20 percent or more but less than 75 
percent and. if requested by AEC. to sub¬ 
mit a complete and detailed technical 
report, (2) to grant a nonexclusive, ir¬ 
revocable. paid-up license to the Com¬ 
mission for Commission purposes to any 
resulting patent application or patent, 
and (3) to accord the Commission the 
right to use and have used for all Com¬ 
mission purposes the reports submitted 
under this provision. If the contractor 
includes proprietary information, the 
same shall be specifically identified in 
writing at the time of submission. If so 
identified, it will be treated as confiden¬ 
tial, provided any such information is 
not the property of the Government, has 
not otherwise been made available to the 
Government independently of the con¬ 
tractor's submittal, and is information 
which the contractor has protected from 
unrestricted use by others. 
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(d) If the share of the cost provided 

■ by all AEC contracts and subcontracts 
is expected to be 75 percent or more of 

W the cost of any individual IR&D project 
oi the contractor or subcontractor, pro- 
[ visions shall be included in the contract 
requiring the contractor to: 

(1) Furnish to AEC all technical in¬ 
formation and data on the supported 
| projects for unlimited dissemination and 
i use, but insofar as such technical infor- 
I mat ion and data disclose patentable 
I subject matter, the same will not be dis¬ 
seminated until patenting action has 
been taken. 

<2) Promptly report any invention or 
discovery made in the course of or under 
any such IR&D projects, and to grant a 
nonexclusive, irrevocable, paid-up license 
to the Government for all purposes, with 
the right to grant sublicenses for all pur¬ 
poses in and to any such invention or dis¬ 
covery and to any patent application or 
patent thereon. 

< e) (1) As a general rule, for the pur¬ 
pose of determining AEC technical data 
and patent rights as provided in para¬ 
graphs (b), (c), and (d) of this section 
when the share of the cost provided by 
all of AEC’s contracts and subcontracts 
is expected to be close to 20 percent, or 
greater than 20 percent, of the cost of 
any individual IR&D project of the con¬ 
tractor or subcontractor, there should be 
negotiated an advance agreement on 
the estimated AEC share of the cost of 
any such project and AEC’s rights would 
I be determined on the basis of such esti¬ 
mates. Such rights would not change if 
the AEC share of the actual costs in¬ 
curred is different from that previously 
estimated in advance. Such advance 
agreements should provide for amend¬ 
ment in case AEC contracts and subcon¬ 
tracts subsequently entered into signi- 

■ ficantly change the previously estimated 
AEC share of the cost agreed upon for 

■ any IR&D project during the pertinent 
period. 

2) The contracting officer and the 
contractor may agree in writing in cer¬ 
tain instances that the AEC rights in 
technical data and patents shall be 
determined and established after the 
fact in accordance with paragraphs (a), 

[b) , (c), and (d) of this section on the 
basis of the actual AEC share in the cost 
I of any such IR&D project. 

2. Section 9-15.5010-12, Research and 
development, is revised to read as 

follows: 

§ 9-15.5010-12 Research and develop¬ 
ment. 

f a) AEC does not accept a general 
I allocation of independent research and 
I development costs. Such costs are con¬ 
sidered unallowable except to the ex¬ 
tent specifically set forth in the contract. 
Research and development costs may be 
made allowable only to the extent to 
which they provide a direct or indirect 
benefit to the contract work. 

( b) Independent research and de¬ 
velopment may be determined to be of 


benefit to the contract work when it is in 
the general field of the contract work 
and where the results may well have 
some future bearing on the contract 
work. The words “direct or indirect bene¬ 
fit’ 1 are used to allow some flexibility 
and to permit some basic research in the 
general field of the contract w r ork. 

(c) The determination that an in¬ 
dependent research and development 
project is of benefit to the contract re¬ 
quires the exercise of technical judg¬ 
ment. It is not sufficient that the project 
relate to the field of atomic energy; 
technical staff must find that it is related 
to the contract work. Areas of interest 
which may relate to the contract work 
include: Technological methods or pro¬ 
cesses, materials research, work in the 
same technical field, etc. For example, 
independent materials research on 
aluminum alloy properties might be 
related to the contract work if a con¬ 
tract concerns the manufacture of fuel 
elements using aluminum alloy. Beryl¬ 
lium research, on the other hand, would 
not be relevant in this case. Such re¬ 
search might, however, relate to other 
AEC contracts. In master contracts or 
in contracts where several tasks are in¬ 
volved, to be of benefit the independent 
research and development project must 
relate to one or more of the tasks. 

(d) A technical appraisal of each of 
the projects included in the contractor’s 
independent research and development 
program is necessary to identify any 
that may be acceptable under the above 
principle for allocation to the AEC con¬ 
tract work. In addition to excluding any 
projects which do not provide a direct 
or indirect benefit to the AEC contract 
work, the following shall also be ex¬ 
cluded: (1) Any research and develop¬ 
ment projects primarily of a promo¬ 
tional nature, such as projects directed 
toward the development of new business 
or projects connected with proposals for 
new business (e.g., a new reactor concept 
the contractor wants to sell), (2) any 
studies or projects which are in fact 
undertaken in whole or in part for other 
sources, and (3) any such otherwise ac¬ 
ceptable project which duplicates re¬ 
search and development work sponsored 
by AEC. The cost of research and devel¬ 
opment which has not met the test of 
benefit to the contract work should be 
excluded from any distribution or alloca¬ 
tion of overhead to the contract. 


(e) Where technical staff of proper 
skill and qualification is not available or 
the questions cannot be easily resolved by 
Field Offices, Headquarters staff should 
be called into consultation. 

(f) After segregating the research and 
development which has been determined 
to be of benefit to the AEC contract work, 
the cost thereof shall be allocated to the 
contract work using the method approved 
by AEC for the distribution of other over¬ 
head expenses. 

(g) When AEC is the predominant 
customer, special consideration must be 
given to whether the independent re¬ 
search and development of benefit to the 
contract work should be performed as 
part of the contract work. This is neces¬ 
sary to avoid the apportionment to the 
AEC of most, if not all, of independent 
research and development costs over 
which the AEC would have no direct con¬ 
trol. Only an amount which is reasonable 
under the circumstances should be al¬ 
lowed. Contracting officers may find it 
desirable to: 

(1) Specify a maximum dollar limita¬ 
tion of independent research and devel¬ 
opment costs, an allocable portion of 
w’hich will be accepted by AEC, or an 
allocable share of a percentage of the 
contractor’s independent research and 
development program which will be ac¬ 
cepted by AEC. 

(2) Obligate the contractor to give the 
contracting officer advance notice of any 
termination of an accepted project or 
changes which require the contracting 
officer’s approval. 

(h) Where AEC shares in the cost of 
an independent research and develop¬ 
ment 1 project of a contractor or subcon¬ 
tractor and its share of the cost (prede¬ 
termined or actual) bears the percentage 
relationship indicated below to the total 
cost for such project during the con¬ 
tractor’s or subcontractor’s annual ac¬ 
counting period, the following rights 
shall be obtained in and to technical 
data and inventions or discoveries made 
or conceived in the course of or under 
such project during the contractor’s or 
subcontractor’s accounting period: 


1 The term “Independent research and de¬ 
velopment” means either research or devel¬ 
opment or both. Because of the insignificant 
amount involved, the situation covered by 
AECPR 9—15 5010—12 (k) does not involve a 
contribution to a contractor’s Independent 
research and deveolpment project within the 
meaning of this section. 



AEC’s Sharo 


Technical data acquired 


Patent rights acquired 


Less than 20 
percent. 

20 percent or 
more, but 
less than 75 
percent. 

75 percent or 
more. 


Summary reports, to the extent requested by AEC, will be furnished 
on specific independent research and development projects. 

Summary reports shall be furnished of the pertinent I HAD project 
indicating the progress and si>eclfying whether any inventions or 
discoveries were made or conceived during the pertinent account¬ 
ing period and, if requested by AEC, a complete and detailed 
technical report shall also bo furnished. 

All tecimleal information and data on I RAD projects will Ik> fur¬ 
nished AEC for dissemination and use as AEC sees fit, but insofar 
as such technical information and data disclose patentable subject 
matter, the same will not bo disseminated until patenting action 
has been taken. 


None. 

Nonexclusive, irrevocable, 
paid-up license to AEC 
lor AEC purposes. 

Nonexclusive, irrevocable, 
paid-up license to the 
Government for all 
purposes, with the right 
to grant sublicensee for all 
purfx>ses. 


Upon a determination of the percentages as hereinabove provided, the appropriat 
patent and technical data provision shall be incorporated in the contract in ac 
cordance with AECPR 9-9.5019. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 33, NO. 228—FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1968 














17298 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(i) Determination of the percentage of 
AEC’s share of the cost of a contractor’s 
independent R&D project shall be made 
on the basis of the share of such cost 
provided by all AEC contracts and sub¬ 
contracts during the contractor’s or sub¬ 
contractor’s annual accounting period. 

(j) The field office with the predomi¬ 
nant contract interest will be responsi¬ 
ble for determining the percentage of 
the total support provided or to be pro¬ 
vided by AEC when AEC shares in the 
costs of an independent research and 
development project and for including 
the appropriate contract provisions re¬ 
quired. 

(k) When the cost of the work in¬ 
volved in segregating the independent 
research and development which benefits 
the contract work is disproportionate 
to the amounts involved, a flat amount 
not exceeding either (1) 5 percent of 
the contractor’s total estimated cost of 
independent research and development, 
or (2) 5 percent of the total estimated 
cost of direct labor and material under 
the contract, whichever is less, may be 
negotiated. 

(l) The costs of independent research 
and development, whether or not accept¬ 
ed as allowable cost, shall include an 
amount for absorption of their appropri¬ 
ate share of related indirect and admin¬ 
istrative costs. 

<m) As in any overhead determina¬ 
tion, there shall be proper coordination 
among field offices (and Headquarters, 
where desirable) in determining the 
amount of independent research and de¬ 
velopment which is allowable where more 
than one office has a contract or con¬ 
tracts with the same contractor. Where 
the amount is significant and more than 
one office is invloved, the guidance of 
Headquarters should be sought. 

(n) Any limitation on the reimburse¬ 
ment of independent research and de¬ 
velopment is not to be used to justify an 
increase in the fee. 

(Sec. 161, Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, 68 Stat. 948, 42 UJ5.C. 2201; sec. 
2u5, Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, 63 Stat. 
390, 40 U.S.C. 486) 

Effective date . These amendments are 
effective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 


Dated at Germantown, Md., this 15th 
day of November 1968. 


For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 


sion. 


Joseph L. Smith, 
Directdr, Division of Contracts . 


[F.R. Doc. 68-14007; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.J 


Chapter 101—Federal Property 
Management Regulations 
SUBCHAPTER H—UTILIZATION AND DISPOSAL 

PART 101-43—UTILIZATION OF 
PERSONAL PROPERTY 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Subpart 101-43.3 is amended by re¬ 
vising the wording of § 101-43.301 so 


that it conforms to recently revised 
wording in 5 101-45.102, and by adding a 
new paragraph (f) to $ 101-43.302. The 
paragraph requests holding agencies 
having Government-owned works of art, 
releasable as excess, to notify the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration. GSA will 
arrange for disposition of the items, in¬ 
cluding liaison with the Smithsonian 
Institution. Subpart 101-43.49 is 
amended by furnishing a new address 
for the GSA Region 2 office. 

Subpart 101-43.3—Utilization of 
Excess 

Section 101-43.301 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 


Subpart 101-43.49—Illustrations 

Section 101-43.4903 is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 101-43.4903 Regional Offices* ad¬ 
dresses and assigned areas. 

• • • * * 

General Services Administration Region 2, 
20 Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 

• • • • • 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c)) 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Dated: November 15, 1968. 


§ 101—13.301 Federal Government pro¬ 
cedure. 

The first source of supply is excess per¬ 
sonal property, which should be utilized 
by agencies to the fullest extent practi¬ 
cable, as prescribed in this Part 101-43. 
Any need for personal property ex¬ 
pressed by any Federal agency (includ¬ 
ing the Senate, the House of Representa¬ 
tives, the Architect of the Capitol and 
any activities under his direction, the 
District of Columbia, and mixed-owner¬ 
ship corporations as defined in the Gov¬ 
ernment Corporation Control Act) shall 
be paramount to any disposal, if such 
need is made known to the holding 
agency prior to shipment or delivery in 
the case of donation, or is made known 
to the holding or selling agency prior to 
actual removal of the property from 
Government control in the case of sale. 

Section 101-43.302 (f) Is added as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 101—43.302 Agency responsibility. 

• • * • * 

(f) The National Collection of Fine 
Arts in the Smithsonian Institution is 
responsible for the care, restoration, 
preservation, and display of works of art. 
It is endeavoring to increase its hold¬ 
ings of art belonging to the Government 
by assuming custodianship of Govern¬ 
ment-owned works having historic or 
artistic value. Agency property officers 
should be alert to the possibility of un¬ 
covering items of personal property and 
furnishings, not considered as or a part 
of real property, which are in storage or 
which are being disposed of due to lack 
of knowledge regarding their artistic 
value. Such items might be paintings and 
sculpture (except real property items 
such as mural paintings and fixed 
sculpture), mirrors, mirror frames, 
framed photographs, portraits, mantle- 
pieces, furniture (such as Victorian- 
style furniture with carvings, with inlays 
of rare woods or other materials or with 
marble tops), and other objects with 
possible artistic merit. Holding agencies 
having such property releasable as excess 
should notify the nearest GSA regional 
office. GSA will arrange for documenta¬ 
tion and instruction concerning the dis¬ 
position of released Items, and will in¬ 
clude liaison with the Smithsonian In¬ 
stitution as appropriate. 


Lawson B. Knott, Jr. f 
Administrator of General Services. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14016; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:45 &.m.| 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IV—Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation, Department of Agri¬ 
culture 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Barley Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions. as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties are hereby added to the list of 
counties published February 14, 1968 (33 
F.R. 2931), which were designated for 
barley crop insurance for the 1969 crop 


year. 

Ada. 

Wheeler. 


Idaho 

Oregon 

Utah 


Davis. Weber. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14059; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 ajn.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Combined Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for combined 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 
The crops on which insurance is offered 
are shown opposite the name of the 
county. 
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State and county 
North Dakota: 
Barnes_ 

Grand Forks_ 

Pierce _ 

Ransom_ 

Richland_ 

Sargent _ 

Steele _ 


Crop(s) 


Barley, Flax, Oats, Rye, 
Wheat. 

Barley, Flax, Oats, 
Wheat. 

Barley. Flax, Oats, Rye, 
Wheat. 

Barley, Corn, Flax, 
Oats, Wheat. 

Barley, Corn, Flax, 
Oats, Rye, Soybeans, 
Wheat. 

Barley, Corn, Flax, 
Oats, Wheat. 

Barley, Flax, Oats, 
Wheat. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as amended, 77. 
as amended; 7 T7.S.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14063; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 
8:49 a.m.J 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Corn Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for com crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. 

Alabama 

De Kalb. Jackson. 

Colorado 


Boulder. 
Kit Carson. 
Larimer. 
Logan. 


Morgan. 

Sedgwick. 

Washington. 

Weld. 


Delaware 


Kent. Sussex. 

New Castle, 

Florida 


Suwannee. 

Colquitt. 


Georgia 

Illinois 


Adams. 

Bond. 

Brown. 

Bureau. 

Carroll. 

Cass. 

Champaign. 

Christian. 

Clark. 

Clinton. 

Coles. 

Crawford. 

Cumberland. 

De Kalb. 

Do Witt. 

Douglas. 

Edgar. 

Effingham. 

Fayette. 

Ford. 

Fulton. 

Greene. 

Grundy. 

Hancock. 

Henderson. 

Henry. 

Iroquois. 

Jasper. 


Jefferson. 

Jersey. 

Jo Daviess. 
Kankakee. 
Kendall. 
Knox. 

La Salle. 

Lee. 

Livingston. 

Logan. 

McDonough. 

McLean. 

Macon. 

Macoupin. 

Madison. 

MarshaU. 

Mason. 

Menard. 

Mercer. 

Monroe. 

Montgomery. 

Morgan. 

Moultrie. 

Ogle. 

Peoria. 

Platt. 

Pike. 

Putnam. 


Illinois —Continued 


St. Clair. 

Sangamon. 

Schuyler. 

Scott. 

Shelby. 

Stark. 

Stephenson. 

Tazewell. 


Vermilion. 

Warren. 

Washington. 

Wayne. 

Whiteside. 

Winnebago. 

Woodford. 


Adams. 

Allen. 

Bartholomew. 

Benton. 

Blackford. 

Boone. 

Carroll. 

Cass. 

Clay. 

Clinton. 

Decatur. 

De Kalb. 

Delaware. 

Elkhart. 

Fayette. 

Fountain. 

Fulton. 

Gibson. 

Grant. 

Hamilton. 

Hancock. 

Hendricks. 

Henry. 

Howard. 

Huntington. 

Jackson. 

Jasper. 

Jay. 

Johnson. 

Knox. 


Indiana 

Kosciusko. 

Lagrange. 

Madison. 

Marion. 

Marshall. 

Miami. 

Montgomery.* 

Morgan. 

Newton. 

Noble. 

Parke. 

Pulaski. 

Putnam. 

Randolph. 

Ripley. 

Rush. 

Shelby. 

Sullivan. 

Tippecanoe. 

Tipton. - 

Union. 

Vermillion. 

Vigo. 

Wabash. 

Warren. 

Wayne. 

Wells. 

White. 

Whitley. 


Adair. 

Adams. 

Allamakee. 

Audubon. 

Benton. 

Black Hawk. 

Boone. 

Bremer. 

Buchanan. 

Buena Vista. 

Butler. 

Calhoun. 

Carroll. 

Cass. 

Cedar. 

Cerro Gordo. 
Cherokee. 
Chickasaw. 
Clarke. 

Clay. 

Clayton. 

Clinton. 

Crawford. 

Dallas. 

Decatur. 

Delaware. 

Des Moines. 

Dickinson. 

Dubuque, 

Emmet. 

Fayette. 

Floyd. 

Franklin. 

Fremont. 

Greene. 

Grundy. 

Guthrie. 

Hamilton. 

Hancock. 

Hardin. 

Harrison. 

Henry. 

Howard. 

Humboldt. 

Ida. 

Iowa. 

Jackson. 


Iowa 

Jasper. 

Jefferson. 

Johnson. 

Jones. 

Keokuk. 

Kossuth. 

Lee. 

Linn. 

Louisa. 

Lyon. 

Madison. 

Mahaska. 

Marshall. 

Marion. 

Mills. 

Mitchell. 

Monona. 

Monroe. 

Montgomery. 

Muscatine. 

O'Brien. 

Osceola. 

Page. 

Palo Alto. 
Plymouth. 
Pocahontas. 
Polk. 

Pottawattamie. 

Poweshiek. 

Sac. 

Scott. 

Shelby. 

Sioux. 

Story. 

Tama. 

Taylor. 

Union. 

Wapello. 

Warren. 

Washington. 

Webster. 

Winnebago. 

Winneshiek. 

Woodbury. 

Worth. 

Wright. 


Kansas 


Atchison. 

Bourbon. 

Brown. 

Crawford. 

Doniphan. 

Douglas. 

Finney. 

Franklin. 

Grant. 

Haskell. 

Jackson. 

Jefferson. 

Johnson. 


Linn. 

Marshall. 

Miami. 

Nemaha. 

Osage. 

Pottawatomie. 

Scott. 

Shawnee. 

Sherman. 

Stanton. 

Washington. 

Wichita. 

Kentucky 


Christian. McLean. 

Daviess. Todd. 

Henderson. Union. 

Hopkins. 

Louisiana 

Pointe Coupee. 


Caroline. 

Maryland 

Talbot. 

Kent. 

Queen Aimes. 

Branch. 

Michigan 

Kalamazoo. 

Calhoun. 

Lenawee. 

Cass. 

Livingston. 

Clinton. 

Monroe. 

Eaton. 

Saginaw. 

Gratiot. 

St. Clair. 

Hillsdale. 

St. Joseph. 

Ingham. 

Shiawassee. 

Ionia. 

Tuscola. 

Jackson. 

Washtenaw. 

Big Stone. 

Minnesota 

Murray. 

Blue Earth. 

Nicollet. 

Brown. 

Nobles. 

Carver. 

Olmsted. 

Chippewa. 

Pipestone. 

Cottonwood. 

Pope. 

Dakota. 

Redwood. 

Dodge. 

Renville. 

Douglas. 

Rice. 

Faribault. 

Rock. 

Fillmore. 

Scott. 

Freeborn. 

Sibley. 

Goodhue. 

Stearns. 

Grant. 

Steele. 

Houston. 

Stevens. 

Jackson. 

Swift. 

Kandiyohi 

Todd. 

Lac qul Parle. 

Traverse. 

Le Sueur. 

Wabasha. 

Lincoln. 

Waseca. 

Lyon. 

Washington. 

McLeod. 

Watonwan. 

Martin. 

Winona. 

Meeker. 

Wright. 

Mower. 

Yellow Medicine. 

Tippah. 

Adair. 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Franklin. 

Andrew. 

Gentry. 

Atchison. 

Grundy. 

Audrain. 

Harrison. 

Barton. 

Henry. 

Bates. 

Holt. 

Boone. 

Howard. 

Buchanan. 

Jackson. 

Butler. 

Jasper. 

Caldwell. 

Johnson. 

Callaway. 

Knox. 

Cape Girardeau. 

Lafayette. 

Carroll. 

Lawrence. 

Cass. 

Lewis. 

Charlton. 

Lincoln. 

Clark. 

Linn. 

Clinton. 

Livingston. 

Cooper. 

Macon. 

Daviess. 

Marion. 

De Kalb. 

Mississippi. 

Dunklin. 

Monroe. 
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Missouri —Continued 


Montgomery. 

St. Charles. 

New Madrid. 

Saline. 

Nodaway. 

Scotland. 

Pemiscot. 

Scott. 

Pettis. 

Shelby. 

Pike. 

Stoddard. 

Platte. 

Sullivan. 

Ralls. 

Vernon. 

Randolph. 

Ray. 

Worth. 

Nebraska 

Antelope. 

Lancaster. 

Boone. 

Madison. 

Burt. 

Merrick. 

Butler. 

Nemaha. 

Cass. 

Otoe. 

Cedar. 

Pawnee. 

Colfax. 

Phelps. 

Cuming. 

Pierce. 

Dixon. 

Platte. 

Dodge. 

Polk. 

Gage. 

Richardson. 

Hall. 

Saunders. 

Hamilton. 

Stanton. 

Johnson. 

Washington. 

Kearney. 

\yayne. 

Knox. 

York. 

North Carolina 

Anson. 

Pitt. 

Beaufort. 

Robeson. 

Hyde. 

Rowan. 

Nash. 

Union. 

Pamlico. 

Washington. 

North Dakota 

Cass. 

Richland. 

Ransom. 

Sargent. 

Ohio 

Allen. 

Lucas. 

Ashland. 

Madison. 

Auglaize. 

Marlon. 

Butler. 

Medina. 

Champaign. 

Mercer. 

Clark. 

Miami. 

Clinton. 

Montgomery. 

Crawford. 

Morrow. 

Darke. 

Ottawa. 

Defiance. 

Paulding. 

Delaware. 

Pickaway. 

Erie. 

Preble. 

Fairfield. 

Putnam. 

Fayette. 

Richland. 

Franklin. 

Sandusky. 

Fulton. 

Seneca. 

Greene. 

Shelby. 

Hancock. 

Stark. 

Hardin. 

Tuscarawas. 

Henry. 

Union. 

Highland. 

Van Wert. 

Huron. 

Wayne. 

Knox. 

Williams. 

Licking. 

Wood. 

Logan. 

Wyandot. 

Pennsylvania 

Adams. 

Lancaster. 

Chester. 

Lebanon. 

Cumberland. 

Perry. 

Dauphin 

Franklin. 

York. 

South Dakota 

Aurora. 

Douglas. 

Beadle. 

Grant. 

Bon Homme. 

Hamlin. 

Brookings. 

Hanson. 

Charles Mix. 

Hutchinson. 

Clark. 

Kingsbury. 

Clay. 

Lake. 

Codington. 

Lincoln. 

Davison. 

McOook. 

Day. 

Miner. 

Deuel. 

Minnehaha. 


South Dakota —Continued 

Moody. Turner. 

Roberts. Union. 

Sanborn. Yankton. 

Tennessee 


Franklin. Obion. 

Virginia 

Nansemond. Southampton. 

Wisconsin 


Barron. 

Buffalo. 

Clark. 

Columbia. 

Crawford. 

Dane. 

Dodge. 

Dunn. 

Fond du Lac. 

Grant. 

Green. 

Iowa. 

Jackson. 

Jefferson. 

Kenosha. 


Goshen. 


La Crosse. 
Lafayette. 
Pepin. 

Pierce. 

Polk. 

Racine. 

Richland. 

Rock. 

St. Croix. 
Sauk. 

Trempealeau. 

Vernon. 

Walworth. 

Waukesha. 

Winnebago. 

Wyoming 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 UJS.C. 1506,1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[Fit. Doc. 68-14064; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.) 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Cotton Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for cotton crop in¬ 
surance for the 1969 crop year. 


Alabama 


Barbour. 

Hale. 

Blount. 

Henry. 

Cherokee. 

Houston. 

Chilton. 

Jackson. 

Coffee. 

Lauderdale. 

Colbert. 

Lawrence. 

Conecuh. 

Limestone. 

Covington. 

Madison. 

Crenshaw. 

Marshall. 

Cullman. 

Morgan. 

Dallas. 

Pickens. 

Dale. 

Pike. 

De Kalb. 

Shelby. 

Escambia. 

Talladega. 

Etowah. 

Geneva. 

Tuscaloosa. 

Arizona 

Maricopa. 

Yuma. 

Pinal. 

Arkansas 

Arkansas. 

Lee. 

Ashley. 

Lincoln. 

Chicot. 

Lonoke. 

Clay. 

Mississippi. 

Craighead. 

Monroe. 

Crittenden. 

Phillips. 

Cross. 

Poinsett. 

Desha. 

Prairie. 

Greene. 

Randolph. 

Jackson. 

Saint Francis. 

Jefferson. 

Lawrence. 

Woodruff. 



California 

Fresno. 

Madera. 

Imperial. 

Merced. 

Kern. 

Riverside. 

Kings. 

Tulare. 


Florida 

Jackson. 

Georgia 

Baker. 

Irwin. 

Ben Hill. 

Lee. 

Brooks. 

Miller. 

Bulloch. 

Mitchell. 

Calhoun. 

Randolph. 

Candler. 

Sumter. 

Clay. 

Tattnall. 

Coffee. 

Terrell. 

Colquitt. 

Thomas. 

Cook. 

Tift. 

Crisp. 

Toombs. 

Decatur. 

Turner. 

Dooly. 

Worth. 

Early. 

Kentucky 

Fulton. 

Louisiana 

Acadia. 

Madison. 

Avoyelles. 

Morehouse. 

Bossier. 

Natchitoches. 

Caddo. 

Pointe Coupee. 

Caldwell. 

Rapides. 

Concordia. 

Red River. 

Catahoula. 

Richland. 

East Carroll. 

Saint Landry. 

Evangeline. 

Tensas. 

Franklin. 

West Carroll. 


Mississippi 

Alcorn. 

Madison. 

Benton. 

Monroe. 

Bolivar. 

Panola. 

Calhoun. 

Pontotoc. 

Carroll. 

Prentiss. 

Chickasaw. 

Quitman. 

Coahoma. 

Sharkey. 

De Soto. 

Sunflower. 

Hinds. 

Tallahatchie. 

Holmes. 

Tippah. 

Humphreys. 

Tunica. 

Issaquena. 

Union. 

Jefferson Davis. 

Washington. 

Lee. 

Leflore. 

Yazoo. 


Missouri 

Butler. 

Pemiscot. 

Dunklin. 

Scott. 

Mississippi. 
New Madrid. 

Stoddard. 


New Mexico 

Chaves. 

Eddy. 

Dona Ana. 

Lea. 


North Carolina 


Anson. 

Montgomery. 

Bertie. 

Moore. 

Chowan. 

Nash. 

Cleveland. 

Northampton. 

Cumberland. 

Pitt. 

Edgecombe. 

Richmond. 

Franklin. 

Robeson. 

Greene. 

Rowan. 

Halifax. 

Rutherford. 

Harnett. 

Sampson. 

Hartford. 

Scotland. 

Hoke. 

Union. 

Iredell. 

Warren. 

Johnston. 

Wayne. 

Lincoln. 

Wilson. 

Mecklenburg. 



Oklahoma 

Beckham. 

Jackson. 

Caddo. 

Kiowa. 

Grady. 

Tillman. 

Harmon. 

Washita. 
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South Carolina 


Aiken. 

Allendale. 

Anderson. 

Bamberg. 

Barnwell. 

Calhoun. 

Chester. 

Chesterfield. 

Clarendon. 

Darlington. 

Dillon. 

Dorchester. 

Edgefield. 

Florence. 


Carroll. 

Chester. 

Crockett. 

Dyer. 

Fayette. 

Franklin. 

Gibson. 

GUes. 

Hardeman. 

Haywood. 

Henderson. 


Austin. 

Bailey. 

Bell. 

Bosque. 

Brazos. 

Briscoe. 

Burleson. 

Calhoun. 

Castro. 

Cochran. 

Collin. 

Crosby. 

Culberson. 

Dawson. 

Dear Smith. 

Denton. 

Ellis. 

El Paso. 
Falls. 
Fannin. 
Floyd. 

Fort Bend. 

Garza. 

Grayson. 

Hale. 

Haskell. 

Hill. 

Hockley. 


Greensville. 


Greenville. 

Hampton. 

Laurens. 

Lee. 

Lexington. 

Marion. 

Marlboro. 

Orangeburg. 

Saluda. 

Spartanburg. 

Sumter. 

Williamsburg. 

York. 

Tennessee 

Lake. 

Lauderdale. 

Lawrence. 

Lincoln. 

McNairy. 

Madison. 

Obion. 

Shelby. 

Tipton. 

Weakley. 

Texas 

Hudspeth. 

Hunt. 

Knox. 

Lamar. 

Lamb. 

Limestone. 

Lubbock. 

Lynn. 

Matagorda. 

McLennan. 

Milam. 

Navarro. 

Nueces. 

Parmer. 

Pecos. 

Presidio. 

Reeves. 

Refugio. 

Robertson. 

San Patricio. 

Swisher. 

Terry. 

TTavis. 

Victoria. 

Wharton. 

Wilbarger. 

Williamson. 

Virginia 

Southampton. 


(Secs. 506. 616, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

I F.R. Doc. 68-14065; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for Dry 
Bean Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
MO 1.101 of the above-identified regu¬ 
lations, as amended, the following 
counties have been designated for dry 
bean crop insurance for the 1969 crop 
year. The class(es) of beans on which 
insurance is offered is shown opposite 
the name of the county. 


Class(es) of dry beans 
State and county insured 

Colorado: 


Boulder_ 

Larimer_ 

Logan_ 

Morgan_ 

Sedgwick_ 

Washington. 
Weld. 

Idaho; 


Ada.. 


Canyon., 


Cassia. 


Gooding. 


Jerome. 


Lincoln. 


Minidoka-- 
Owyhee—. 
Twin Falls. 


Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 


Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto. Red Kidney. 
Small Reds. 1 
Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto, Red Kidney. 
Small Reds. 

Great Northern, Pinks. 
Pinto, Red Kidney, 
Small Reds. 1 
Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto, Red Kidney, 
Small Reds. 1 
Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto, Red Kidney. 
Small Reds. 1 
Great Northern. Pinks, 
Pinto, Red Kidney, 
Small Reds. 

Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto, Red Kidney, 
Small Reds. 1 
Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto Red Kidney. 
Small Reds. 

Great Northern, Pinks, 
Pinto. Red Kidney, 
Small Reds. 1 


1 Insurance Is also provided on bush va¬ 
rieties of garden seed beans. 

Michigan: 


Bay - pea and Medium White. 

Gratiot- Pea and Medium White. 

Huron- Pea and Medium White. 

Saginaw- Pea and Medium White. 

St. Clair- Pea and Medium White. 

Sanilac- Pea and Medium White. 

Shiawassee- Pea and Medium White. 

Tuscola- Pea and Medium White, 


Nebraska: 


Box Butte- Great Northern, Pinto. 

Morrill - Great Northern, Pinto. 

Scotts Bluff- Great Northern, Pinto. 

Sheridan- Great Northern. Pinto. 

Washington: 

Adams- Great Northern, Pinks, 

Pinto, Small Flat 
Whites. Small Reds. 

Franklin- Great Northern. Pinks, 

Pinto, Small Flat 
Whites, Small Reds. 

Grant -.— Great Northern. Pinks, 

Pinto, Small Flat 
Whites, Small Reds. 

Wyoming: 

Big Horn- Great Northern. Pinto. 

Goshen- Great Northern, Pinto. 

Park- Great Northern, Pinto. 

Platte - Great Northern, Pinto. 

Washakie-- Great Northern, Pinto. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 UJ3.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14060; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 
8:49 a.m.J 


part 401—federal crop 

INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Flax Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
MO 1.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for flax crop insur¬ 
ance for the 1969 crop year. 

Minnesota 


Becker. 

Otter Tall. 

Big Stone. 

Pennington. 

Chippewa. 

Pipestone. 

Clay. 

Polk. 

Grant. 

Pope. 

Kittson. 

Red Lake. 

Lac Qui Parle. 

Redwood. 

Lincoln. 

Roseau. 

Lyon. 

Stevens. 

Mahnomen. 

Swift. 

Marshall. 

Traverse. 

Murray. 

Wilkin. 

Nobles. 

Norman. 

Yellow Medicine. 

North 

Dakota 

Barnes. 

Mountrail. 

Benson. 

Nelson. 

Bottineau. 

Pembina. 

Burleigh. 

Pierce. 

Cass. 

Ramsey. 

Cavalier. 

Ransom. 

Dickey. 

Renville. 

Eddy. 

Richland. 

Emmons. 

Rolette. 

Foster. 

Sargent. 

Grand Forks. 

Sheridan. 

Griggs. 

Steele. 

Kidder. 

Stutsman. 

La Moure. 

Towner. 

Logan. 

Traill. 

McHenry. 

Walsh. 

McIntosh. 

Ward. 

McLean. 

Wells. 

South Dakota 

Brookings. 

Hamlin. 

Brown. 

Kingsbury. 

Campbell. 

Lake. 

Clark. 

McPherson. 

Codington. 

Marshall. 

Corson. 

Miner. 

Day. 

Moody. 

Deuel. 

Roberts. 

Edmunds. 

Grant. 

Walworth. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 

as amended; 7 UjS.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14066; 

Filed. Nov. 21, 1968: 

8:50 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated For 
Grain Sorghum Crop Insurance 
Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for grain sorghum 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 


No. 228-3 
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Arizona 


Maricopa. 

Pinal. 

Kit Carson. 

Yuma. 

Colorado 

Kansas 

Allen. 

McPherson. 

Anderson. 

Meade. 

Atchlnson. 

Miami. 

Barton. 

Mitchell. 

Bourbon. 

Montgomery. 

Brown. 

Morris. 

Butler. 

Nemaha. 

Chase. 

Neosho. 

Clay. 

Osage. 

Cloud. 

Osborne. 

Coffey. 

Ottawa. 

Cowley. 

Pawnee. 

Crawford. 

Phillips. 

Dickinson. 

Pottawatomie. 

Doniphan. 

Pratt. 

Douglas. 

Rome. 

Elk. 

Republic. 

Ellis. 

Rice. 

Ellsworth. 

Riley. 

Finney. 

Rooks. 

Franklin. 

Rush. 

Geary. 

Russell. 

Grant. 

Saline. 

Greenwood. 

Scott. 

Harvey. 

Sedgwick. 

Haskell. 

Seward. 

Jackson. 

Shawnee. 

Jefferson. 

Smith. 

Jewell. 

Stafford. 

Johnson. 

Stanton. 

Kearny. 

Stevens. 

Kingman. 

Sumner. 

Labette. 

Wabaunsee. 

Lincoln. 

Washington. 

Linn. 

Wichita. 

Lyon. 

Wilson. 

Marion. 

Marshall. 

Woodson. 

Missouri 

Atchison. 

Henry. 

Bates. 

Vernon. 

Nebraska 

Adams. 

Madison. 

Boone. 

Nance. 

Butler. 

Nemaha. 

Cass. 

Nuckolls. 

Clay. 

Otoe. 

Colfax. 

Pawnee. 

Dodge. 

Platte. 

Fillmore. 

Polk. 

Franklin. 

Richardson. 

Gage. 

Saline. 

Hall. 

Saunders. 

Hamilton. 

Seward. 

Jefferson. 

Thayer. 

Johnson. 

Webster. 

Kearney. 

York. 

Lancaster. 

New Mexico 

Curry. 

Lea. 

Oklahoma 

Alfalfa. 

Jackson. 

Blaine. 

Kay. 

Caddo. 

Kiowa. 

Canadian. 

Mayes. 

Craig. 

Nowata. 

Delaware. 

Ottawa. 

Garfield. 

Texas. 

Grady. 

Tillman. 

Grant. 

Washita. 

South Dakota 

Bon Homme. 

Hanson. 

Charles Mix. 

Hutchinson. 

Davison. 

Douglas. 

Sanborn. 



Texas 

Bailey. 

Hutchinson. 

Bell. 

Lamb. 

Bosque. 

Lubbock. 

Briscoe. 

Matagorda. 

Calhoun. 

McLennan. 

Carson. 

Milam. 

Castro. 

Moore. 

Collin. 

Navarro. 

Crosby. 

Nueces. 

Dallam. 

Ochiltree. 

Deaf Smith. 

Oldham. 

Denton. 

Parmer. 

Ellis. 

Randall. 

Falls. 

Refugio. 

Floyd. 

San Patricio. 

Fort Bend. 

Sherman. 

Grayson. 

Swisher. 

Hale. 

Travis. 

Hansford. 

Victoria. 

Hartley. 

Wharton. 

Hill. 

Wilbarger. 

Hunt. 

Williamson. 

(Secs. 506, 516. 52 Stat. 73. as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506,1516) 

I SEAL] 

Jack H. Morrison, 


Acting Manager. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14067; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 


8:50 a.m.J 

PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 


INSURANCE 

Subpart— 

Regulations for the 1969 

and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for Oat 


Crop Insurance 

Pursuant 

to authority contained in 

§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for oat crop insur¬ 
ance for the 1969 crop year. 


California 

Modoc. 

Illinois 

Bureau. 

Henry. 

Carroll. 

Ogle. 

Jo Daviess. 

Stephenson. 


Iowa 

Adair. 

Fayette. 

Adams. 

Floyd. 

Allamakee. 

Franklin. 

Audobon. 

Fremont. 

Benton. 

Greene. 

Black Hawk. 

Grundy. 

Boone. 

Guthrie. 

Bremer. 

Hamilton. 

Buchanan. 

Hancock. 

Buena Vista. 

Hardin. 

Butler. 

Harrison. 

Calhoun. 

Henry. 

Carroll. 

Howard. 

Cass. 

Humboldt. 

Cedar. 

Ida. 

Cerro Gordo. 

Iowa. 

Cherokee. 

Jackson. 

Chickasaw. 

Jasper. % 

Clarke. 

Jefferson. 

Clay. 

Johnson. 

Clayton. 

Jones. 

Clinton. 

Keokuk. 

Crawford. 

Kossuth. 

Dallas. 

Lee. 

Decatur. 

Linn. 

Delaware. 

Louisa. 

Des Moines. 

Lyon. 

Dickinson. 

Madison. 

Dubuque. 

Mahaska. 

Emmet. 

Marion. 


Iowa —Continued 


MarshaU. 

Scott. 

Mills. 

Shelby. 

Mitchell. 

Sioux. 

Monona. 

Story. 

Monroe. 

Tama. 

Montgomery. 

Taylor. 

Muscatine. 

Union. 

O'Brien 

Wapello. 

Osceola. 

Warren. 

Page. 

Washington. 

Palo Alto. 

Webster. 

Plymouth. 

Winnebago. 

Pocahontas. 

Winneshiek. 

Polk. 

Woodbury. 

Pottawattamie. 

Worth. 

Poweshiek. 

Wright. 

Sac. 

Minnesota 

Becker. 

Nicollet. 

Big Stone. 

Nobles. 

Blue Earth. 

Norman. 

Brown. 

Olmsted. 

Carver. 

Otter Tall. 

Chippewa. 

Pennington. 

Clay. 

Pipestone. 

Cottonwood. 

Polk. 

Dakota. 

Pope. 

Dodge. 

Red Lake. 

Douglas. 

Redwood. 

Faribault. 

Renville. 

FUlmore. 

Rice. 

Freeborn. 

Rock. 

Goodhue. 

Scott. 

Grant. 

Sibley. 

Houston. 

Stearns. 

Jackson. 

Steele. 

Kandiyohi. 

Stevens. 

Kittson. 

Swift. 

Lac qul Parle. 

Todd. 

Le Sueur. 

Traverse. 

Lincoln. 

Wabasha. 

Lyon. 

Waseca. 

McLeod. 

Washington. 

MarshalL 

Watonwan. 

Martin. 

Wlkln. 

Meeker. 

Winona. 

Mower. 

Wright. 

Murray. 

Yellow Medicine. 


North Dakota 

Barnes. 

Nelson. 

Benson. 

Pembina. 

Burleigh. 

Pierce. 

Cass. 

Ramsey. 

Cavalier. 

Ransom. 

Dickey. 

Richland. 

Eddy. 

Sargent. 

Foster. 

Stark. 

Grand Forks. 

Steele. 

Griggs. 

Stutsman. 

Kidder. 

Towner. 

La Moure. 

Traill. 

Logan. 

Morton. 

Walsh. 


Oregon 

Klamath. 

Pennsylvania 

Chester. 

Dauphin. 

Cumberland. 

Perry. 


South Dakota 

Aurora. 

Douglas. 

Beadle. 

Grant. 

Bon Homme. 

Hamlin. 

Brookings. 

Hanson. 

Brown. 

Hutchinson. 

Charles Mix. 

Kingsbury. 

Clark. 

Lake. 

Clay. 

Lincoln. 

Codington. 

McCook. 

Davison. 

MarshalL 

Day. 

Miner. 

Deuel. 

Minnehaha. 
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South Dakota —Continued 


Moody. 

Roberts. 

Sanborn. 

Spink. 


Barron. 

Buffalo. 

Clark. 

Columbia. 

Crawford. 

Dane. 

Dodge. 

Dunn. 

Fond du Lac. 
Grant. 

Green. 

Iowa. 

Jackson. 

Jefferson 

Kenosha. 


Big Horn. 
Park, 


Turner. 

Union. 

Yankton 


Wisconsin 

La Croese. 
Lafayette. 
Pepin. 

Pierce. 

Racine. 

Richland. 

Rock. 

St. Croix. 
Sauk. 

Trempealeau. 

Vernon. 

Walworth. 

Waukesha. 

Winnebago. 

Wyoming 

Washakie. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 8tat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506,1516) 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506,1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14071; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.mj 


PART 401— FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix ; Counties Designated for 
Pea (Dry) Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained In 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for pea (dry) crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. 

Idaho 

Benewah. Lewis. 

Kootenai. Nez Perce. 

Latah. 


[SEAL] 


Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 


Umatilla. 


Oregon 

Union. 


[FR. Doc. 68-14069; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 am.J 


PART 401— FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for Pea 
(Canning and Freezing) Crop Insur¬ 
ance 


Washington 

Adams. Spokane. 

Columbia. Walla Walla. 

Franklin. Wmtman. 

Grant. 

(Secs. 506, 616, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14072; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.J 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
S 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for pea (canning 
and freezing) crop insurance for the 
1969 crop year. 



Idaho 

Caribou. 

Franklin. 

Nez Perce. 


Minnesota 

Blue Earth. 
Brown. 

Dakota. 

Dodge. 

Faribault. 

Freeborn. 

Goodhue. 

Le Sueur. 
Martin. 

Mower. 

Nicollet. 

Olmsted. 

Redwood. 

Rice. 

Steele. 

Wabasha. 

Waseca. 

Watonwan. 

Winona. 


Oregon 

Dmatilla. 

Union. 


Utah 

Box Elder. 

Cache. 

Davis. 

Salt Lake. 
Utah. 

Weber. 


Washington 

Columbia. 
Walla Walla. 

Whitman. 


Wisconsin 

Columbia. 

Dane. 

Dodge. 

Fond du Lac. 
Trempealeau. 
Winnebago. 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Peanut Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for peanut 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 
The type(s) of peanuts on which insur¬ 
ance is offered in each county is shown 
opposite the county name. 

Alabama 


Barbour—Runner. 

Coffee—Runner. 

Conecuh—Runner. 

Covington—Runner. 

Crenshaw—Runner. 

Dale—Runner. Southeast Spanish. Virginia. 

Geneva—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Henry—Runner. Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 

Houston—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Pike—Runner. 

Florida 

Jackson—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Georgia 

Baker—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 

Ben Hill—Runner. Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 


Georgia —Continued 

Bulloch—Runner, Southeast Spanish. Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Calhoun — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia, 

Clay — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Coffee — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Colquitt— Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Cook — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Crisp — Runner. Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Decatur—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Dooly—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Early — Runner, Southeast Spanish. Virginia. 
Irwin — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Lee—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Miller — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Mitchell — Runner, Southeast Spanish. Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Randolph—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Sumter — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Terrell— Runner. Southeast Spanish, Virginia. 
Thomas — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Tift — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Virginia, 
Toombs — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Turner—Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Worth — Runner, Southeast Spanish, Vir¬ 
ginia. 

North Carolina 
Bertie — Virginia. 

Bladen — Virginia. 

Chowan—Virginia. 

Ed gecombe — Vi rgl n la. 

Gates — Virginia. 

Halifax — Virginia. 

Hertford — Virginia. 

Martin — Virginia, 

Northampton — Virginia. 

Pitt — Virginia. 

Washington — Virginia. 

Oklahoma 
Caddo —Southwest Spanish. 

Grady — Southwest Spanish. 

Virginia 

Dinwiddle — Virginia. 

Greensville — Virginia. 

Isle of Wight — Virginia. 

Nansemond — Virginia. 

Prince George — Virginia. 

Southampton — Virginia. 

Surry—Virginia. 

Sussex — Virginia. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14074; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8: 50 am.) 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Potato Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for potato crop in¬ 
surance for the 1969 crop year. 

California 

Modoc. 
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Idaho 


Bannock. 

Jefferson. 

Bingham. 

Minidoka. 

Bonneville. 

Owyhee. 

Canyon. 

Power. 

Cassia. 

Twin Falls. 


Oregon 

Jefferson. 

Malheur. 

Klamath. 

Washington 

Adams. 

Franklin. 

Grant. 


Arkansas. 

Ashley. 

Chicot. 

Clay. 

Craighead. 

Crittenden. 

Cross. 

Desha. 

Greene. 

Jackson. 

Jefferson. 

Lawrence. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14075: Filed. Nov. 21. 1968; 
8: 51 a m. | 


Kent. 

New Castle. 


Adams. 

Bond. 

Brown. 

Bureau. 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for Rice 
Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions. as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for rice crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. 

Arkansas 


Arkansas. 

Ashley. 

Chicot. 

Clay. 

Craighead. 

Crittenden, 

Cross. 

Desha. 

Greene. 


Jackson. 

Jefferson. 

Lonoke. 

Monroe. 

Poinsett. 

Prairie. 

St. Francis. 
Woodruff. 

Louisiana 


Acadia. Jefferson Davis. 

Calcasieu. St. Landry. 

Evangeline. 

Mississippi 


Bolivar. Washington. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77. 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14077; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Soybean Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for soybean 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 
Alabama 

Baldwin. Madison. 

Escambia. Morgan. 

Jackson. Shelby. 

Lawrence. Talladega. 

Limestone. 


Champaign. 

Christian. 

Clark. 

Clinton. 

Coles. 

Crawford. 

Cumberland. 

De Kalb. 

De Witt. 

Douglas. 

Edgar. 

Effingham. 

Fayette. 

Ford. 

Fulton. 

Greene. 

Grundy. 

Hancock. 

Henderson. 

Henry. 

Iroquois. 

Jasper. 

Jefferson. 

Jersey. 

Kankakee. 

Kendall. 

Knox. 

La Salle. 

Lee. 


Adams. 

Allen. 

Bartholomew. 

Benton. 

Blackford. 

Boone. 

Carroll. 

Cass. 

Clay. 

Clinton. 

Decatur. 

De Kalb. 

Delaware. 

Elkhart. 

Fayette. 

Fountain. 

Fulton. 

Gibson. 

Grant. 

Hamilton. 

Hancock. 

Hendricks. 

Henry. 

Howard. 

Huntington. 

Jackson. 

Jasper. 

Jay. 

Johnson. 

Knox. 


Adair. 

Adams. 

Allamakee. 


Arkansas 

Lee. 

Lincoln. 

Lonoke. 

Mississippi. 

Monroe. 

Phillips. 

Poinsett. 

Prairie. 

Randolph. 

St. Francis. 
Woodruff. 

Delaware 

Sussex. 

Illinois 

Livingston. 

Logan. 

Macon. 

Marshall. 

McDonough. 

McLean. 

Macoupin. 

Madison. 

Mason. 

Menard. 

Mercer. 

Monroe. 

Montgomery. 

Morgan. 

Moultrie. 

Ogle. 

Peoria. 

Piatt. 

Pike. 

Putnam. 

St. Clair. 
Sangamon. 
Schuyler. 
Scott. 

Shelby. 

Stark. 

TazeweU. 

Vermilion. 

Warren. 

Washington. 

Wayne. 

Whiteside. 

Winnebago. 

Woodford. 

Indiana 

Kosciusko. 

Lagrange. 

Madison. 

Marion. 

Marshall. 

Miami. 

Montgomery. 

Morgan. 

Newton. 

Noble. 

Parke. 

Pulaski. 

Putnam. 

Randolph. 

Ripley. 

Rush. 

Shelby. 

Sullivan. 

Tippecanoe. 

Tipton. 

Union. 

Vermillion. 

Vigo. 

Wabash. 

Warren. 

Wayne. 

Wells. 

White. 

Whitley. 

Iowa 

Audubon. 

Benton. 

Black Hawk. 


Boone. 

Bremer. 

Buchanan. 

Buena Vista. 

Butler. 

Calhoun. 

Carroll. 

Cass. 

Cedar. 

Cerro Gordo. 
Cherokee. 
Chickasaw. 
Clarke. 

Clay. 

Clayton. 

Clinton. 

Crawford. 

Dallas. 

Decatur. 

Delaware. 

Des Moines. 

Dickinson. 

Dubuque. 

Emmet. 

Fayette. 

Floyd. 

Franklin. 

Fremont. 

Greene. 

Grundy. 

Guthrie. 

Hamilton. 

Hancock. 

Hardin. 

Harrison. 

Henry. 

Howard. 

Humboldt. 

Ida. 

Iowa. 

Jackson. 

Jasper. 

Jefferson. 

Johnson. 


Allen. 

Anderson. 

Atchison. 

Bourbon. 

Brown. 

Cherokee. 

Coffey. 

Crawford. 

Doniphan. 

Douglas. 


Calloway. 

Daviess. 

Fulton. 

Graves. 

Henderson. 


Acadia. 

Avoyelles. 

Bossier. 

Caddo. 

Calcasieu. 

Caldwell. 

Concordia. 

Catahoula. 

East Carroll. 

Evangeline. 

Franklin. 


Caroline. 

Kent. 


Clinton. 

Gratiot. 

Hillsdale. 

Lenawee. 

Monroe. 


Iowa —Continued 

Jones. 

Keokuk. 

Kossuth. 

Lee. 

Linn. 

Louisa. 

Lyon. 

Madison. 

Mahaska. 

Marlon. 

Marshall. 

Mills. 

Mitchell. 

Monona. 

Monroe. 

Montgomery. 

Muscatine. 

O'Brien. 

Osceola. 

Page. 

Palo Alto. 
Plymouth. 
Pocahontas. 
Polk. 

Pottawattamie. 

Poweshiek. 

Sac. 

Scott. 

Shelby. 

Sioux. 

Story. 

Tama. 

Taylor. 

Union. 

Wapello. 

Warren. 

Washington. 

Webster. 

Winnebago. 

Winneshiek. 

Woodbury. 

Worth. 

Wright. 


Kansas 

Franklin. 

Johnson. 

Labette. 

Linn. 

Lyon. 

Miami. 

Neosho. 

Osage. 

Wilson. 

Woodson. 

Kentucky 

Hopkins. 

McLean. 

Ohio. 

Union. 

Louisiana 

Jefferson Davis. 

Madison. 

Morehouse. 

Natchitoches. 

Pointe Coupee. 

Rapides. 

Red River. 
Richland. 

St. Landry. 
Tensas. 

West Carroll. 

Maryland 

Queen Annes. 
Talbot. 

Michigan 

Saginaw. 

St. Joseph. 
Shiawassee. 

- Washtenaw. 
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Becker. 

Nicollet. 

Big Stone. 

Nobles. 

Blue Earth. 

Norman. 

Brown. 

Olmsted. 

Carver. 

Otter TaU. 

Chippewa. 

Pipestone. 

Clay. 

Pope. 

Cottonwood. 

Redwood. 

Dakota. 

RenvUle. 

Dcxige. 

Rice. 

Douglas. 

Rock. 

Faribault. 

Scott. 

Fillmore. 

Sibley. 

Freeborn. 

Stearns. 

Goodhue. 

Steele. 

Grant. 

Stevens. 

Houston. 

Swift. 

Jackson. 

Todd. 

Kandiyohi. 

Traverse. 

Lac Qul Parle. 

Wabasha. 

Le Sueur. 

Waseca. 

Lincoln. 

Washington. 

Lyon. 

Watonwan. 

McLeod. 

Wilkin. 

Martin. 

Winona. 

Meeker. 

Wright. 

Mower. 

Murray. 

Yellow Medicine. 

Mississippi 

Benton. 

Monroe. 

Bolivar. 

Panola. 

Calhoun. 

Prentiss. 

CarroU. 

Quitman. 

Chickasaw. 

Sharkey. 

Coahoma. 

Sunflower. 

De Soto. 

TaUahatchle. 

Holmes. 

Tippah. 

Humphreys. 

Tunica. 

Issaquena. 

Union. 

Lee. 

Washington. 

Leflore. 

Yazoo. 

Missouri 

Adair. 

Knox. 

Andrew. 

Lafayette. 

Atchison. 

Lewis. 

Audrain. 

Lincoln. 

Barton. 

Linn. 

Bates. 

Livingston. 

Boone. 

Macon. 

Buchanan. 

Marlon. 

Butler. 

Mississippi. 

CaldweU. 

Monroe. 

Callaway. 

Montgomery. 

Cape Girardeau. 

New Madrid. 

CarroU. 

Nodaway. 

Cass. 

Pemiscot. 

Chariton. 

Pettis. 

Clark. 

Pike. 

Clinton. 

Platte. 

Cooper. 

RaUs. 

Daviess. 

Randolph. 

De Kalb. 

Ray. 

Dunklin. 

Scott. 

Gentry. 

St. Charles. 

Grundy. 

Saline. 

Harrison. 

Scotland. 

Henry. 

Shelby. 

Holt. 

Stoddard. 

Howard. 

Sullivan. 

Jackson. 

Vernon. 

Jasper. 

Johnson. 

Worth. 

Nebraska 

Cass. 

Otoe. 

Colfax. 

Richardson. 

Cuming. 

Saunders. 

Dodge. 

Washington. 

Lancaster, 

Nemaha. 

Wayne. 

North Carolina 

Anson. 

Hyde. 

Beaufort. 

Johnston. 

Craven. 

Jones. 


North Carolina— Continued 


Pamlico. 

Union. 

Pitt. 

Robeson. 

Washington. 

North Dakota 

Cass. 

Richland. 

Traill. 

Ohio 

Allen. 

Logan. 

Ashland. 

Lucas. 

Auglaize. 

Madison. 

Butler. 

Marion. 

Champaign. 

Medina. 

Clark. 

Mercer. 

CUnton. 

Miami. 

Crawford. 

Montgomery. 

Darke. 

Morrow. 

Defiance. 

Ottawa. 

Delaware. 

Paulding. 

Erie. 

Pickaway. 

Fairfield. 

Preble. 

Fayette. 

Putnam. 

Franklin. 

Richland. 

Fulton. 

Sandusky. 

Greene. 

Seneca. 

Hancock. 

Shelby. 

Hardin. 

Union. 

Henry. 

Van Wert. 

Highland. 

Wayne. 

Huron. 

Williams. 

Knox. 

Wood. 

Licking. 

Wyandot. 

Oklahoma 

Craig. 

Ottawa. 

South Carolina 

Aiken. 

Hampton. 

Allendale. 

Horry. 

Bamberg. 

Lee. 

Barnwell. 

Lexington. 

Calhoun. 

Marion. 

Clarendon. 

Marlboro. 

Darlington. 

Orangeburg. 

Dillon. 

Sumter. 

Dorchester. 

Florence. 

Williamsburg. 

South Dakota 

Bon Homme. 

Lake. 

Brookings. 

Lincoln. 

Charles Mix. 

McCook. 

Clay. 

Minnehaha. 

Deuel. 

Moody. 

Grant. 

Roberts. 

Hamlin. 

Turner. 

Hutchinson. 

Union. 

Kingsbury. 

Yankton. 

Tennessee 

Carroll. 

Lake. 

Chester. 

Lauderdale. 

Crockett. 

Madison. 

Dyer. 

Obion. 

Fayette. 

Shelby. 

Gibson. 

Tipton. 

Hardeman. 

Haywood. 

Weakley. 

Virginia 

Nansemond. 

Southampton. 

Wisconsin 

Buffalo. 

Pierce. 

Dunn. 

Racine. 

Jackson. 

Rock. 

Jefferson. 

St. Croix. 

Kenosha. 

Trempealeau. 

Pepin. 

Walworth. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, a a 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14078; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Sugar Beet Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained In 
5 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for sugar beet 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 


California 


Imperial. 

Colorado 

Adams. 

Logan. 

Boulder. 

Morgan. 

Kit Carson. 

Sedgwick. 

Larimer. 

Weld. 


Idaho 

Ada. 

Franklin. 

Bannock. 

Jerome. 

Bingham. 

Minidoka. 

Bonneville. 

Owyhee. 

Canyon. 

Power. 

Cassia. 

Twin Falls. 


Kansas 

Finney. 

Stanton. 

Grant. 

Wallace. 

Kearny. 

Wichita. 

Sherman. 

Michigan 

Bay. 

Saginaw. 

Tuscola. 


Minnesota 

Clay. 

Norman. 

Kittson. 

Polk. 

Marshall. 

Wilkin. 


Montana 

Big Horn. 

Richland. 

Carbon. 

Rosebud. 

Custer. 

Stillwater. 

Dawson. 

Treasure. 

Prairie. 

Yellowstone. 


North Dakota 

Cass. 

Richland. 

Grand Forks. 

Traill. 

McKenzie. 

Walsh. 

Pembina. 

Williams. 


Ohio 

Hancock. 

Putnam. 

Henry. 

Sandusky. 

Lucas. 

Ottawa. 

Wood. 


Oregon 

Malheur. 

Utah 

Box Elder. 

Salt Lake. 

Cache. 

Utah. 

Davis. 

Weber. 


Washington 

Adams. 

Grant. 

Benton. 

Franklin. 

Yakima. 


Wyoming 

Big Horn. 

Park. 

Goshen. 

Washakie. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 UJ3.C. 1506, 1516) 

(seal! Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14079; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 
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PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Parishes Designated for 
Sugarcane Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following parishes have been 
designated for sugarcane crop insurance 
for the 1969 crop year. 

Louisiana 


Ascension. 

Assumption. 


Iberia. 
Iberville. 
Lafourche. 
Pointe Coupee. 


St. James. 

St. John the Baptist. 
St. Martin. 

St. Mary. 

Terrebonne. 

West Baton Rouge. 


Kentucky —Continued 


Hart _ 31 

Henderson_31,3Q 

Henry_ 31 

Hopkins _31, 36 

Jessamine_ 31 

Larue _ 31 

Lewis_ 31 

Lincoln - 31 

Logan _22, 31, 35 

Madison_ 31 

Marion_ 31 

Marshall —23,31,35 

Mason _ 31 

McLean_31,36 

Meade_ 31 

Mercer _ 31 

Metcalfe _ 31 

Montgomery_ 31 

Muhlen¬ 
berg _22, 31,35 


Nelson _ 

31 

Nicholas 

31 

Ohio _ 

_31, 36 

Owen _ 

_ 31 

Pendleton . 

_ 31 

Pulaski ... 

_ 31 

Robertson . 

_ 31 

Russell_ 

_ 31 

Scott _ 

_ 31 

Shelby _ 

_ 31 

Simpson_ 

22,31,35 

Spencer — 

. 31 

Taylor _ 

_ 31 

Todd _ 

22, 31, 35 

Trigg- 

22.31,35 

Union - 

— 31,36 

Warren _ _ 

-31, 35 

Washington 

_ 31 

Wayne _ 

_ 31 

Woodford . 

_ 31 


Maryland 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 


Anne Arundel — 32 Prince Georges- 32 

Calvert- 32 St. Marys_ 32 

Charles _ 32 

Missouri 


(F.R. Doc. 68-14080; Piled, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Tobacco Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for tobacco crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. The 
type(s) of tobacco on which insurance is 
offered in each county is shown opposite 
the county name. 



Florida 


Alachua- 

_— 14 

Madison 

. 14 

Columbia — 

— 14 

Suwannee . 

_ 14 

Hamilton_ 

_14 




Georgia 


Appling r 

14 

Jeff Davis. 

14 

Atkinson_ 

_ 14 

Lanier 

. 14 

Bacon_ 

— 14 

Lowndes 

_ 14 

Ben Hill_ 

_14 

MitcheU 

_ 14 

Berrien_ 

14 

Pierce 

14 

Brantley 

14 

Tattnall 

— 14 

Brooks - 

—- 14 

Thomas 

_ 14 

Bulloch _ 

— 14 

Tift_ 

14 

Candli»r 

— 14 

Toombs _ 

_ 14 

GnfTp* 

14 

Turner _ 

_ 14 

Colquitt_ 

- 14 

Ware_ 


Cook 

14 

Wayne 

_ 14 

Decatur _ 

_14 

Worth 

14 

Irwin - 

— 14 




Kentucky 


Adair - 

—. 31 

Casey _ 

_ 31 

Allen_ 

-31,35 

Christian - 

22, 31,35 

Anderson — 

_ 31 

Clark _ 

. 31 

Barren _ 

— 31 

Daviess_ 

___ 31,36 

Bath_ 

— 31 

Fayette_ 

_ 31 

Boone - 

—_ 31 

Fleming 

_ 31 

Bourbon_ 

_ 31 

Franklin 

_31 

Boyle _ 

_ 31 

Garrard_31 

Rrneken 

31 

Grant 

- 31 

Breckinridge 

— 31 

Graves_ 

23,31, 35 


Caldwell —22,31,35 Green_ 31 

Calloway_— 23, 35 Harrison -_- 31 

Carroll_ 31 


Buchanan __ 

—- 31 

Platte —-. 

31 


North 

Carolina 


Alamance — 

11a 

Lee - 

lib 

Alexander_ 

—- 11a 

Lenoir - 

12 

Beaufort 

— 12 

Madison_- 

31 

Bertie_ 

_ 12 

Martin _ 

12 

Bladen_ 

_ 13 

MitcheU_ 

31 

Brunswick - 

—- 13 

Montgomery_ 

lib 

Buncombe — 

— 31 

Moore _ 

lib 

Carteret_ 

— 12 

Nash .. 

12 

Caswell - 

—- 11a 

Northampton _ 

12 

Chatham 

— lib 

Onslow _ 

12 

Chowan _ _ 

— 12 

Orange _- 

lib 

Columbus — 

— 13 

Pamlico- 

12 

Craven _ 

- 12 

Pender _ 

12 

Cumberland 

_ 13 

Person _- 

11a 

Davidson_ 


Pitt .. 

12 

Duplin- 


Randolph _ 

11a 

Durham_ 

— lib 

Richmond_ 

lib 

Edgecombe - 

_ 12 

Robeson- 

13 

Forsyth - 

—_ 11a 

Rockingham_ 

11a 

Franklin 

lib 

Sampson__- 

12 

Gates _ 

— 12 

Scotland - 

13 

Granville — 

— lib 

Stokes _ 

11a 

Greene 

12 

Surry ~ - 

11a 

Guilford_ 

— 11a 

Vance - 

lib 

Halifax 

_ 12 

Wake ..— 

lib 

Harnett_ 

— lib 

Warren _ 

lib 

Haywood_ 

___ 31 

Washington_ 

12 

Hertford _ 

_ 12 

Wayne - 

12 

Hoke_ 

_ 13 

Wilkes _ 

11a 

Iredell . 

— 11a 

Wilson _ 

12 

Johnston 

12 

Yadkin_ 

11a 

Jones _ 

_ 12 

Yancey_ 

31 


Ohio 


Adams 

— 31 

Highland- 

31 

Brown _ 

31 




Pennsylvania 


Lancaster_ 

— - 41 

York .- 

41 

Lebanon _ 

_ 41 




South Carolina 


Chesterfield 

_ 13 

Horry _ 

13 

Clarendon — 

— 13 

Lee _^ 

13 

Darlington . 

_ 13 

Marion_ 

13 

nil Ion 

13 

Marlboro 

13 

Dorchester - 

_ 13 

Orangeburg _ 

13 

Florence_ 


Sumter_ 

13 

Georgetown 

—- 13 

Williamsburg — 

13 


Tennessee 


Blount- 

—_ 31 

Dickson_22,31 

Carter _ 

— 31 

Franklin_ 

31 

Claiborne_ 

_31 

Giles ... 

31 

Cocke _ _ . 

_31 

Grainger_— 

31 

De Kalb_ 

_ 31 

Greene_ 

31 


Ten nessee —Continued 


Hamblen 

-31 

Obion_ 

23.35 

Hancock _ 

— 31 

Putnam_ 

— 31 

Hawkins _ 

-31 

Robertson. 22, 31,35 

Jackson_ 

— 31 

Sevier_ 

— 31 

Jefferson_ 

- 31 

Smith .. 

— 31 

Johnson _ 

-31 

Stewart_ 

22,31 

Knox _ 

— 31 

Sullivan _ 

— 31 

Lawrence _ 

_ 31 

Sumner_22.31.35 

Lincoln_ 

— 31 

Trousdale_ 

— 31 

Loudon - 

— 31 

Unicoi .. 


McMlnn _ 

31 

Washington . 

— 31 

Macon _ 

. 31,35 

Weakley_ 

23,35 

Marshall_ 

— - 31 

White_ 

— 31 

Maury _ 

—- 31 

Williamson — 

— 31 

Monroe _ 

31 

Wilson . 

- 31 

Montgomery 

- 22,31 




Virginia 


Amelia_ 

11a, 21 

Nansemond — 

— 11a 

Appomattox. 

11a,21 

Nottoway_ 

11a,21 

Brunswick_ 

11a, 21 

Pittsylvania - 

— 11a 

Campbell_ 

11a, 21 

Prince Edward. 11a. 

Charlotte — 

11a,21 


21 

Cumberland _ 

11a,21 

Prince George 

— 11a 

Dinwiddle_ 

11a,21 

Russell_ 

- 31 

Franklin_ 

_11a 

Scott _ 

31 

Greensville - 

_11a 

Smyth _ 

— 31 

Halifax _ 

— 11a 

Southampton 

— 11a 

Lee __ 

— 31 

Sussex _ 

— 11a 

Lunenburg „ 

11a, 21 

Washington - 

— 31 

Mecklenburg 

_11a 




Wisconsin 


Crawford_ 


Richland_ 

- 55 

Dane _ 

— 54 

Trempealeau 

— 55 

La Crosse_ 

— 55 

Vernon_ 

- 55 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506,1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14081; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


part 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Tomato Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for tomato 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 


Ohio 


Darke. 

Fulton. 

Henry. 

Lucas. 


Ottawa. 

Putnam. 

Sandusky. 

Wood. 


Utah 

Box Elder. Utah. 

Davis. Weber. 

Salt Lake. 

(Secs. 606, 516, 52 8tat. 73, as amended, 
77, as amended; 7 UJ3.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[FJt. Doc. 68-14082; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 
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PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


PART 403—PEACH CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Wheat Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.101 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties are hereby added to the list of coun¬ 
ties published February 14, 1968 (33 F.R. 
2931), which were designated for wheat 
crop insurance for the 1969 crop year. 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1965 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Peach Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 403.40 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for peach crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. 


Chilton. 


Alabama 

Arkansas 


Arkansas 


Chicot. 

Phillips. 

Cross. 

Desha. 

St. Francis. 


Idaho 

Ada. 

Indiana 

Fayette. 

Union. 


Mississippi 


Cross. Lee. 

Johnson. st. Francis. 


Georgia 

Peach. Upson. 

North Carolina 

Cleveland. Moore. 

Montgomery. Richmond. 

Rutherford. 


Issaquena. 

Tallahatchie. 

Quitman 

Sharkey. 

Yazoo. 


Montana 

Treasure. 

Ohio 

Butler. 

Oregon 

Wheeler. 

Pennsylvania 

Perry. 

Texas 

Hartley. 

Ochiltree. 

Hutchinson. 

Oldham. 


Utah 

Davis. 

Weber. 


South Carolina 


Aiken. 

Allendale. 

Barnwell. 

Chesterfield. 

Edgefield. 

Greenville. 


Laurens. 

Lexington. 

Saluda. 

Spartanburg. 

York. 


(Secs. 606, 616, 62 Stat. 73, as amended, 77. 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1606, 1616) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14073; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 
8:60 a.m.l 


Washington 

Okanogan. 

(Secs. 606, 516, 62 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

|F.R. Doc. 68-14083; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968: 
8:52 am ] 


PART 402—RAISIN CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1966 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Raisin Crop Insurance 
Pursuant to authority contained in 
§402.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following counties have been 
designated for raisin crop insurance for 
the 1969 crop year. 

California 

Merced. 

?* ern - Stanislaus. 

Tulare. 

Madera. 

(Secs. 506, 616, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
^ amended; 7 U8.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

IF-R. Doc. 68-14076; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:51 a.m.] 


PART 404—APPLE CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1967 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Apple Crop Insurance 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 404.20 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following counties have been 
designated for apple crop insurance for 
the 1969 crop year. 


Umatilla. 


Oregon 

Washington 


Chelan. Douglas. 

Columbia. Okanogan. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77 as 
amended; 7U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 


(F.R. Doc. 68-14058; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


PART 406—CALIFORNIA ORANGE 
CROP INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1963 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Orange Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 406.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 


tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for orange crop in¬ 
surance for the 1969 crop year. 

California 

Fresno. Tulare. 

Kern. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14070; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


part 408—NORTH CAROLINA APPLE 
CROP INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1965 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Apple Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 408.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for apple crop 
insurance for the 1969 crop year. 

North Carolina 
Alexander. Wilkes. 

Henderson. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14057; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


PART 409—ARIZONA-DESERT VAL¬ 
LEY CITRUS CROP INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1967 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Citrus Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 409.20 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following comities have been 
designated for citrus crop insurance for 
the 1969 crop year. 

Arizona 

Maricopa. Yuma. 

California 

Imperial. Riverside. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as amended. 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14061; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


PART 410—FLORIDA CITRUS CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1967 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Citrus Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 410.20 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following counties have been 
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designated for citrus crop insurance for 
the 1969 crop year. 

Florida 


Brevard. 

De Soto. 

Hardee. 

Hernando. 

Highlands. 

Hillsborough. 

Indian River. 

Lake. 

Manatee. 


Marlon. 

Martin. 

Orange. 

Osceola. 

Pasco. 

Polk. 

St. Lucie. 
Seminole. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as amended. 77. 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506. 1516) 


[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14062; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


PART 411—grape crop insurance 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1967 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Appendix; Counties Designated for 
Grape Crop Insurance 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 411.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, the following counties have been 
designated for grape crop insurance for 
the 1969 crop year. 

New York 

Chautauqua. Seneca. 

Niagara. Steuben. 

Ontario. Yates. 

Schuyler. 

Pennsylvania 

Erie. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] Jack H. Morrison, 

Acting Manager . 

[FJR. Doc. 68-14068; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 

[Arndt. 3] 

PART 728—WHEAT 

Subpart—Regulations Pertaining to 
Farm Acreage Allotments, Yields, 
and Wheat Certificate Program for 
Crop Years 1968—69 and the Wheat 
Diversion Program for 1969 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The regulations pertaining to farm 
acreage allotments, yields, and wheat 
certificate program for crop years 1968- 
69 and the wheat diversion program for 
1969 (33 P.R. 6508), as amended, are 
hereby further amended as follows: 

1. Section 728.317(b)(5) is amended 
by adding the following at the end there¬ 
of: “The provisions of this subparagraph 
shall not be applicable if the county com¬ 
mittee, with the approval of a represent¬ 
ative of the State committee, determines 


that the income of the operator, from the 
farm or otherwise, will not provide a 
reasonable standard of living for the 
operator and his family. In making such 
determination, the county committee 
shall consider such factors as size and 
type of farming operations, estimated 
net worth, estimated gross family farm 
income, estimated family off-farm in¬ 
come, number of dependents, and other 
factors affecting the operator’s ability to 
provide a reasonable standard of living 
for himself and his family.’* 

2. Section 728.501(c) (2) is amended by 
adding the following new sentence at 
tlie end thereof: “Notwithstanding the 
foregoing, any person who places land 
in a trust the beneficiary of which is 
such person’s parent, brother, sister, 
spouse, child, or grandchild shall be con¬ 
sidered a producer on the trust land for 
purposes of this subparagraph if he acts 
as the trustee or trust officer for the 
trust or in any other way retains man¬ 
agement responsibility for the trust land 
even though he does not receive any 
share of the crops or proceeds thereof 
from the trust land.” 

(Secs. 339(g), 375(b), 379(j); 52 Stat. 66, 76 
Stat. 624, 76 Stat. 630; 7 U.S.C. 1339(g). 
1375(b), 1379(])) 

Effective date: Date of publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 18, 1968. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator , Agricultural 5ta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14051; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 

8.48 ajn.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Lime Reg. 261 

PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 

Container Regulation 

On October 25. 1968, notice of rule 
making was published in the Federal 
Register (33 FJEt. 15804) regarding a pro¬ 
posed container regulation to re place 
the current container regulation (7 CFR 
911.326; 32 Fit. 7212) in effect pursuant 
to the marketing agreement, as amended, 
and Order No. 911, as amended (7 CFR 
Part 911), regulating the handling of 
limes grown in Florida. The proposal 
was submitted by the Florida Lime Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee (established pur¬ 
suant to said amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order). This is a regulatory 
marketing program issued pursuant to 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters presented. Including the pro¬ 
posal set forth in the aforesaid notice, 
the recommendations and information 
submitted by the committee, and other 


available information, it is hereby found 
that the container regulation hereinafter 
set forth is in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of said amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order; and such regulation will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

§ 911.328 Lime Regulation 26. 

(a) Order: 

(1) Lime Regulation 24 (§ 911.326; 32 
F.R. 7212) is hereby terminated on the 
effective date hereof. 

(2) On and after the effective date 
hereof no-handler shall handle any vari¬ 
ety of limes, grown in the production 
area, in individual bags having a capac¬ 
ity of more than 4 pounds net weight 
of limes. 

(3) Except as provided in subpara¬ 
graph (5) of this paragraph, on and after 
the effective date hereof no handler shall 
handle any variety of limes, grown in 
the production area, in containers hav¬ 
ing a capacity of more than 4 pounds 
of limes unless such limes are handled in 
containers meeting the following speci¬ 
fications and conform to all other ap¬ 
plicable requirements of this section: 

(i) Containers with inside dimensions 
of 11 x 16% x 10 inches: Provided. That 
any such container shall contain not less 
than 40 pounds nor more than 42 pounds 
net weight of limes. 

(ii) Containers with inside dimensions 
ofll%xl6xll inches: Provided , That 
any such container shall contain not less 
than 40 pounds nor more than 42 pounds 
net weight of limes. 

(iii) Containers with inside dimen¬ 
sions of 11% x 16 x 6 inches: Provided. 
That any such container shall contain 
not less than 20 pounds nor more than 
22 pounds net weight of limes. 

(iv) Containers with inside dimen¬ 
sions of 11 x 16% x 6 inches. Provided , 
That any such container shall contain 
not less than 20 pounds nor more than 
22 pounds net weight of limes. 

(v) Containers with inside dimensions 
of 12 x 9% x 3% inches: Provided. That 
any such container shall contain not less 
than 10 pounds net weight of limes. 

(vi) Containers with inside dimen¬ 
sions of 12 x 9% x 5 inches: Provided. 
That any such container shall contain 
not less than 10 pounds nor more than 
12 pounds net weight of limes. 

(vii) Such other types and sizes of 
containers as may be approved by the 
Florida Lime Administrative Committee, 
with the approval of the Secretary, for 
testing in connection with a research 
project conducted by or in cooperation 
with said committee: Provided , That the 
handling of each lot of limes in such test 
containers shall be subject to the prior 
approval, and under the supervision 
of the Florida Lime Administrative 
Committee. 

(4) Except as provided in subpara¬ 
graph (5) of this paragraph, the limita¬ 
tions set forth in subparagraph (3) of 
this paragraph shall not apply to master 
containers of individual packages, in¬ 
cluding individual bags of limes: Pro¬ 
vided, That the individual packages 
within such master container are of a 
capacity not exceeding 4 pounds net 
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weight of limes and the markings or 
labels, if any, on such packages do not 
conflict with the markings or labels on 
the master container. 

(5> On and after the effective date 
hereof, no handler shall handle any va¬ 
riety of limes, grown in the production 
area, in individual bags unless such bags 
are packed in: 

(i) Master containers with inside 

dimensions of 11 x 16% x 10 inches: Pro¬ 
vided , That any such master container 
shall contain not less than 31 pounds 
nor more than 37 pounds net weight of 
limes; or 

(ii) Master containers with inside 

dimensions ofll%xl6xll inches: Pro¬ 
vided, That any such master containers 
shall contain not less than 31 pounds 
nor more than 37 pounds net weight of 
limes; or 

(iii) Master containers with inside 

dimensions of 11% x 16 x 6 inches: Pro¬ 
vided, That any such master container 
shall contain not less than 15% pounds 
nor more than 18% pounds net weight 
of limes; or 

(iv) Master containers with inside 

dimensions ofllxl6%x6 inches: Pro¬ 
vided, That any such master container 
shall contain not less than 15% pounds 
nor more than 18% pounds net weight 
of limes. 

(6) Not more than a total of 5 per¬ 
cent, by count, of master containers of 
individual bags in any lot of such master 
containers may fail to meet the appli¬ 
cable net weights specified therefor in 
subparagraph (5) of this paragraph. 

(b) The terms “handler,” “handle,” 
“limes,” and “production area” when 
used in this section shall have the same 
meaning as when used in the amended 
marketing agreement and this part. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated November 19, 1968, to become 
effective 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14052; Piled, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:48 a.m.] 


1959.309] 

PART 959—ONIONS GROWN IN 
SOUTH TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Notice of rule making with respect to 
a proposed limitation of shipments regu¬ 
lation to be made effective under Mar¬ 
keting Agre ement No. 143 and Order No. 
959 (7 CFR Part 959), both as amended, 
regulating the handling of onions grown 
in designated counties in South Texas, 
was published in the Federal Register, 
October 11, 1968 (33 F.R. 15214). This 
Program is effective under the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
avs amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to file data, views, or 
arguments pertaining thereto not later 


than 30 days after publication. None 
was filed. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matters, including the proposal set forth 
in the aforeseaid notice which was recom¬ 
mended by the South Texas Onion Com¬ 
mittee, establishd pursuant to the said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments regulation, as herein¬ 
after set forth, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. 

§ 959.309 Limitulion of shipments. 

During the period beginning March 1, 
1969, through June 15. 1969, no handler 
may package or load onions on Sundays, 
or handle any lot of onions grown in 
the production area, except red onions, 
unless such onions meet the grade re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, one of the applicable size require¬ 
ments of paragraph (b) of this section, 
the container requirements of paragraph 

(c) of this section, and the inspection 
requirements of paragraph (f) of this 
section, or unless such onions are 
handled in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of paragraph (d) or (e) of this 
section. 

(a) Minimum grade. Not to exceed 20 
percent defects of U.S. No. 1 grade. In 
percentage grade lots, tolerances for 
serious damage shall not exceed 10 per¬ 
cent including not more than 2 percent 
decay. Double the lot tolerance shall be 
permitted in individual packages in per¬ 
centage grade lots. Application of toler¬ 
ances in U.S. Grade Standards shall 
apply to in-grade lots. 

(b) Size requirements. (1) “Small”— 
1 to 2% inches in diameter, and limited 
to whites only; 

(2) “Repacker”—1% to 3 inches in 
diameter, with 60 percent or more 2 
inches in diameter or larger; 

(3) 2 to 3% inches in diameter; or 

(4) “Jumbo”—3 inches or larger in 
diameter. 

(c) Container requirements. (1) 25- 
pound bags, with not to exceed in any lot 
an average net weight of 27 % pounds 
per bag, and with outside dimensions not 
larger than 29 inches by 31 inches; or 

(2) 50-pound bags, with not to exceed 
in any lot an average net weight of 55 
pounds per bag, and with outside dimen¬ 
sions not larger than 33 inches by 38% 
inches. 

(3) The container requirements in this 
paragraph shall not be applicable to 
onions sold to Federal Agencies. 

(d) Minimum quantity exemption. 
Any handler may handle, only as in¬ 
dividual shipments and other than for 
resale, not more than 100 pounds of 
onions per day, in the aggregate, with¬ 
out regard to the requirements of this 
section or to the inspection and assess¬ 
ment requirements of this part. 

(e) Special purpose shipments and 
culls —(1) Experimental shipments. On¬ 
ions may be handled for experimental 
purposes as follows: 

(i) Each handler desiring to make 
such shipments shall first apply to the 
committee for and obtain a Certificate 
of Privilege to make such shipments. 
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(ii) After obtaining an approved Cer¬ 
tificate of Privilege, each handler may 
handle onions packed in 2-, 3-, or 5- 
pound consumer size containers, or 50- 
pound cartons, if they meet the grade 
and size requirements of paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section and if they are 
handled in accordance with the reporting 
requirements established in subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph on such 
shipments: Provided, That shipments of 
2-, 3-, and 5-pound containers shall not 
exceed 10 percent of a handler’s total 
weekly onion shipments: And, provided 
further , That shipments of 50-pound 
cartons shall not exceed 10 percent of a 
handler's total weekly onion shipments 
of all onions allowed to be marketed 
under this section. 

(iii) The average gross weight of mas¬ 
ter containers per lot. as computed by 
multiplying the number of packages 
therein by their weight classification, 
plus the weight of the master container, 
may not exceed 15 percent over the desig¬ 
nated net contents. 

(iv) The average net weight per lot of 
50-pound cartons shall not exceed 55 
pounds. 

(2) Reporting requirements for exper¬ 
imental shipments. Each handler who 
handles such experimental shipments of 
onions shall report thereon to the com¬ 
mittee, the inspection certificate num¬ 
bers, the grades and sizes of the onions 
and the sizes of the containers in which 
such onions were handled. Such reports, 
in accordance with § 959.80, shall be fur¬ 
nished to.the committee in such manner, 
on such forms and at such times as it 
may prescribe. Also, each handler of ex¬ 
perimental shipments of onions shall 
maintain records of such shipments, pur¬ 
suant to § 959.80(c). Such records shall 
be subject to review and audit by the 
committee to verify reports thereon. 

(3) Onions failing to meet require¬ 
ments. Onions failing to meet the grade, 
size, and container requirements of this 
section, and are not exempted under 
paragraph (d) of this section, may be 
handled only pursuant to § 959.126. Culls 
may be handled pursuant to § 959.126(a) 

(1). Shipments for relief or charity may 
be handled without regard to inspection 
and assessment requirements. 

(f) Inspection. (1) No handler may 
handle any onions regulated hereunder 
(except pursuant to paragraph (d) or 
(e) (3) of this section) unless an appro¬ 
priate inspection certificate has been is¬ 
sued with respect thereto and the cer¬ 
tificate is valid at the time of shipment. 

(2) No handler may transport oi 
cause the transportation of any shipment 
of onions by motor vehicle for which an 
inspection certificate is required unless 
each such shipment is accompanied by 
a copy of the inspection certificate ap¬ 
plicable thereto or by documentary evi¬ 
dence on forms furnished by the com¬ 
mittee identifying truck lots to which a 
valid inspection certificate is applicable 
and a copy of such inspection certificate 
or committee document, upon request, is 
surrendered to authorities designated by 
the committee. 

(3) For purpose of operation under 
this part each inspection certificate or 


No. 228-4 
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committee form required as evidence of 
inspection is hereby determined to be 
valid for a period not to exceed 72 hours 
following completion of inspection as 
shown on the certificate. 

(g) Definitions. The term “U.S. No. 1*' 
shall have the same meaning as set forth 
in the UJ3. Standards for Bermuda- 
Granex-Grano Type Onions (§§ 51.3195- 
51.3209 of this title), or in the U.S. 
Standards for Grades of Onions (§§51. 
2830-51.2854 of this title), whichever 
is applicable to the particular variety. 

All terms used in this section shall have 
the same meaning as when used in Mar¬ 
keting Agreement No. 143, as amended, 
and this part. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated November 19, 1968, to become 
effective March 1,1969. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

[FR. Doc. 68-14053; Piled, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8 :48 ajn.J 


[966.306, Arndt. 1] 

PART 966—TOMATOES GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings, (a) Pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 125 and Order No. 966, 
both as amended (7 CFR Part 966), reg¬ 
ulating the handling of tomatoes grown 
in the production area, effective under 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) f 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tion and information submitted by the 
Florida Tomato Committee, established 
pursuant to said marketing agreement 
and order, and upon other available in¬ 
formation, it is hereby found that the 
amendment to the limitation of ship¬ 
ments hereinafter set forth will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

(b) It is hereby found that it is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest to give preliminary notice, or 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and that good cause exists for not post¬ 
poning the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register (5 UJS.C. 
553) in that (1) the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this amendment is based became 
available and the time when this amend¬ 
ment must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, (2) compliance with this 
amendment will not require any special 
preparation on the part of handlers, (3) 
information regarding the committee’s 
recommendation has been made avail¬ 
able to producers and handlers in the 
production area, and (4) this amendment 
relieves restrictions on the handling of 
tomatoes grown in the production area. 

Order, as amended. In § 966.306 (33 
F.R. 16330), paragraph (a) and sub¬ 


paragraph (1) of paragraph (b) are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

§ 966.306 Limitation of shipments. 

• * • • • 

(a) Minimum size. No person shall 
handle any lot of tomatoes for shipment 
outside of the regulation area unless they 
are size 7 x 8 or larger: Provided, That 
not more than 10 percent, by count, of 
the tomatoes in any lot of 7 x 8 (1 2 %2 
inches minimum diameter to 2%a inches 
maximum diameter) may be smaller 
than the specified minimum diameter. 

(b) Size classifications. (1) No per¬ 
son shall handle for shipment outside 
the regulation area any tomatoes unless 
they are packed in one or more of the 
following ranges of diameters (expressed 
in terms of minimum and maximum). 
Measurement of minimum and maxi¬ 
mum diameter shall be in accordance 
with the method prescribed in paragraph 
(c) of § 51.1860 of U.S. Standards for 
Grades of Fresh Tomatoes (§§ 51.1855 to 
51.1877 of this title). 


Size classification: Diameter (inches) 

7 x 8_ 

to 2Ha. inclusive. 

7x7__ 

Over 2&t to 2%2, in- 


elusive. 

6x7_ 

Over 2% 2 to 2%, In- 


elusive. 

6 x 6_ 

Over 2i% a to 22% 2 . in- 


elusive. 

5 x 6_ 

Over 22%2. 

• + 

• * • 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 

601-674) 


Effective date: Dated November 19, 
1968, to become effective November 20, 

1968. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 

Deputy 

Director, Fruit and 


Vegetable Division, Consumer 


and Marketing Service. 

IFJ». Doc. 68-14056; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:49 ajn.] 


[980.203, Amdt. 1[ 

PART 980—VEGETABLES; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Tomatoes 

Pursuant to the requirements of sec¬ 
tion 8e-l of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 608e-l), the tomato import regu¬ 
lation, published in the Federal Register 
November 9, 1968 (33 F.R. 16440), re¬ 
stricting the importation of fresh toma¬ 
toes is amended as set forth below. 

Order, as amended. In § 980.203, To¬ 
mato import regulation, paragraph (a) 
is hereby amended to read as follows: 

§ 980.203 Tomato import regulation. 

(a) Size requirement —(1) Size. Im¬ 
ports shall be limited to tomatoes which 
are 1% inches in diameter or larger. 

(2) Tolerance for size. Not more than 
10 percent, by count, of the tomatoes in 
any lot may be smaller than the speci¬ 
fied minimum diameter. 

* * * • • 

Findings. This amendment conforms 
with a simultaneous amendment to the 


limitation of shipments effective on do¬ 
mestic shipments of tomatoes (§ 966.306 
Amdt. 1) under Marketing Order No. 
966, as amended (7 CFR Part 966) regu¬ 
lating the handling of tomatoes grown 
in Florida and relieves restrictions on 
the importation of tomatoes from the 
effective date hereof. Accordingly, notice 
of rule making procedure hereon is un¬ 
necessary and impracticable and there 
Is no reason to postpone the effective 
date of this amendment beyond the date 
specified (5 UJS.C. 553). 

Effective date: Dated November 19. 
1968, to become effective November 20, 
1968. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14054; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:48 a.m.] 


PART 982—FILBERTS GROWN IN 
OREGON AND WASHINGTON 

Modification of Free and Restricted 

Percentages for 1968—69 Fiscal 

Year 

The Filbert Control Board has recom¬ 
mended that the free and restricted per¬ 
centages applicable to merchantable 
filberts acquired by handlers during the 
1968-69 fiscal year (§ 982.218, 33 F.R. 
15215) be modified. The modification 
would reduce the restricted percentage 
from the present 38 percent to 24 percent, 
and increase the free percentage from 
the present 62 percent to 76 percent. The 
Board is established under, and its rec¬ 
ommendations are made pursuant to, the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 982, as amended (7 CFR Part 
982), regulating the handling of filberts 
grown in Oregon and Washington, effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601—674). 

A free percentage of 62 percent and a 
restricted percentage of 38 percent were 
issued based on an estimated 9.075 ton 
filbert crop, an estimated trade demand 
of 5,000 tons and a 15 percent disap¬ 
pearance allowance for culls, blows, and 
farm use. Current estimates of the 1968 
filbert crop indicate a 600 ton reduction 
and is now estimated at 8,475 tons. The 
lateness of the crop has resulted in lost 
sales and the Board has revised its esti¬ 
mated trade demand downward from 
5,000 tons to 4,750 tons. Due also to the 
late maturity of the crop and adverse 
weather conditions, a 30 percent disap¬ 
pearance allowance for culls, blows and 
farm use has been recommended. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented including that in the 
notice issued in connection with the des¬ 
ignation of the free and restricted per¬ 
centages for the 1968-69 fiscal year, the 
information and recommendation sub¬ 
mitted by the Board, and other available 
information, it is found that to revise 
§ 982.218 (33 F.R. 15215) so as to modify 
the free and restricted percentages, as 
set forth below, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 
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§ 082.218 Free and restricted percent- 
apes lor merchantable filberts dur¬ 
ing the 1968-69 fiscal year. 

The following percentages are estab¬ 
lished for merchantable filberts for the 
fiscal year beginning August 1, 1968: 


Free percentage_ 76 

Restricted percentage_ 24 


It is further found that it is imprac¬ 
ticable, unnecessary, or contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice of this specific action and engage in 
public rule making procedure, and that 
good cause exists for not postponing the 
effective time of this action until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553) in that: (1) Under this 
marketing program, the percentages des¬ 
ignated for a particular fiscal year, and 
any modifications thereof, apply to all 
merchantable filberts handled from the 
beginning of the fiscal year; (2) the cur¬ 
rent fiscal year began August 1,1968, and 
the modified percentages herein desig¬ 
nated will automatically apply to such 
merchantable filberts handled on or after 
that date; (3) this action must be taken 
promptly to achieve its purpose by pro¬ 
viding a firm basis for pricing filberts 
during the remainder of the fiscal year; 
(4) handlers are aware of this action as 
recommended by the Board and require 
no advance notice to comply with this 
regulation; and (5) this action relieves 
restrictions on the handling of filberts. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November 18,1968. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14055; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:48 a.m.] 


PART 993—DRIED PRUNES PRO¬ 
DUCED IN CALIFORNIA 

Modification of Salable and Reserve 
Percentages for 1968-69 Crop 
Year 

Notice was published in the November 
8, 1968, issue of the Federal Register 


(33 F.R. 16411) regarding a proposal to 
revise the salable and reserve percent¬ 
ages previously established for the 
1968-69 crop year (33 F.R. 12033) from 
71 percent and 29 percent to 80 percent 
and 20 percent, respectively, or such 
other respective percentages rounded to 
the nearest whole percentage, as will pro¬ 
vide, based on the November 12, 1968, 
estimate of the USDA Crop Reporting 
Board, as near as possible 130,194 tons, 
natural condition weight, of salable 
prunes from the 1968 California dried 
prune crop. Such action was proposed 
pursuant to the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and Order No. 993. as 
amended (7 CFR Part 993), regulating 
the handling of dried prunes produced 
in California, effective under the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 
The proposed modification of the per¬ 
centages to 80 percent salable and 20 
percent reserve was unanimously rec¬ 
ommended by the Prune Administrative 
Committee. 

The November 12, 1968, crop estimate 
of the USDA Crop Reporting Board con¬ 
tinues to estimate the 1968 crop at 
160,000 tons—the same as its prior esti¬ 
mates, beginning with its estimate as of 
August 1. 1968. The establishment of the 
currently effective reserve percentage of 
29 percent recognized the Committee's 
marketing policy considerations to pro¬ 
tect against errors of estimation of the 
1968 crop and permit the orderly mar¬ 
keting of the salable supply. Deliveries 
of dried prunes to handlers by producers 
and dehydrators have been made since 
late August. Although most of the 1968 
dried prune production has already been 
so delivered, the precise size of the crop 
is not now known. Assuming that the 
production will approximate the latest 
estimate of the USDA Crop Reporting 
Board, the salable and reserve percent¬ 
ages should be revised accordingly. How¬ 
ever, the need to protect against errors 
in estimation of the crop should continue 
to be recognized. Under these circum¬ 
stances, the salable and reserve percent¬ 
ages should be changed to 80 percent and 
20 percent, respectively. 


The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to submit written data, 
views, or arguments with respect to the 
proposal. None were submitted within 
the prescribed time. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, including that in the 
notice, the information and recommen¬ 
dation submitted by the Prune Adminis¬ 
trative Committee, and other available 
information, it is found that to modify 
the salable and reserve percentages for 
dried prunes for the 1968-69 crop year 
as hereinafter set forth, will te: 1 to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

Therefore, the previously established 
salable and reserve percentages for the 
1968-69 crop year of 71 percent and 29 
percent, as set forth in the first sen¬ 
tence of § 993.204 Salable and reserve 
percentages for prunes and handler re¬ 
serve obligation for the 1968-69 crop year 
(33 F.R. 12033) are hereby modified to 
read “80 percent" and “20 percent", 
respectively. 

It is further found that good cause ex¬ 
ists for not postponing the effective time 
of this action until 30 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) in that: (1) The relevant provisions 
of said amended marketing agreement 
and this part require that salable and 
reserve percentages established for a 
particular crop year shall be applicable 
to all dried prunes received during the 
crop year by handlers from producers 
and dehydrators, excluding the weight 
obligation of § 993.49(c); (2) the cur¬ 
rent crop year began on August 1, 1968, 
and the modified percentages will apply 
automatically to such dried prunes be¬ 
ginning with that date; and (3) this ac¬ 
tion relieves restrictions on the han¬ 
dling of dried prunes. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November 18,1968. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 

Deputy Director , 

Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14025; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:46 a.m.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 52 ] 

FROZEN OKRA 
Standards for Grades 1 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture is consider¬ 
ing a revision to the U.S. Standards for 
Grades of Frozen Okra (7 CFR 52.1511- 
52.1522). This grade standard is issued 
under authority of the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Act of 1946 (sec. 205, 60 Stat. 
1090, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1624), which 
provides for the issuance of official U.S. 
grades to designate different levels of 
quality for the voluntary use of produc¬ 
ers, buyers, and consumers. Official grad¬ 
ing services are also provided under this 
Act upon request of the applicant and 
upon payment of a fee to cover the cost 
of such services. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posal should file the same in duplicate, 
not later than 90 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register, with the 
Hearing Clerk, VB. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Room 112, Administration Build¬ 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20250. All written 
submittals made pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public review at the 
office of the Hearing Clerk during reg¬ 
ular business hours (7 CFR 1.27 (b)). 

Statement of consideration leading to 
the proposed revision. The current U.S. 
Standards for Grades of Frozen Okra 
have been in effect since 1959. Since that 
time there have been a number of sig¬ 
nificant changes in processing and mar¬ 
keting practices which are reflected in 
this proposal. Certain terms have been 
added or redefined and allowances pro¬ 
vided for simplicity of interpretation and 
ease of application. 

In recent years, the style known as 
‘‘Whole Baby Okra”—because of a short 
pod length—has been packed and mar¬ 
keted in significant amounts. The re¬ 
quirements for a classification as to 
“Whole Baby Okra” are given in this 
proposal. 

Since the commercial marketing of 
frozen okra has been limited to the green 
variety, the white variety color classifi¬ 
cation has been omitted in this proposal. 

In addition, this proposed revision con¬ 
tains the following major provisions 
which differ from the currently effective 
standards: 


1 Compliance with the provisions of these 
standards shall not excuse failure to com¬ 
ply with the provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with applicable 
State laws and regulations. 


(1) Provides that Grade B cut style 
frozen okra need not be of similar 
varieties; 

(2) Defines a sample unit size of frozen 
okra as 50 pods for whole style and 10 
ounces for cut style; 

(3) Defines certain terms and specifies 
allowances for color variations and tough 
fibers; 

(4) Provides for new and revised defi¬ 
nitions of defects and includes allow¬ 
ances for each grade in tabular form; 

(5) Realigns the score points to allow 
10 points in each grade to conform to 
current practice in most U.S. grade 
standards for processed fruits and 
vegetables. 

The proposed revision is as follows: 
Product Description, Styles, Grades 
Sec. 

52.1511 Product description. 

52.1512 Styles of frozen okra. 

52.1513 Grades of frozen okra. 

Factors or Quality 

52.1514 Ascertaining the grade of a sample 

unit. 

52.1515 Ascertaining the rating of the fac¬ 

tors which are scored. 

52.1516 Color. 

52.1517 Defects. 

52.1518 Character. 

Lot Compliance 

52.1519 Ascertaining the grade of a lot. 

52.1520 Ascertaining size classification for 

whole baby okra. 

Score Sheet 

62.1521 Score sheet for frozen okra. 

Authority: The provisions of this subpart 
Issued under sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as 
amended; 7 UJ3.C. 1624. 

Product Description, Styles, Grades 

§52.1511 Prodnct description. 

Frozen okra is the product prepared 
from the clean, sound, succulent and 
edible fresh pods of the okra plant 
(Hibiscus esculentus) of the green vari¬ 
ety. The product is properly prepared 
and properly processed and Is then frozen 
and stored at temperatures necessary for 
preservation. 

§ 52.1512 Styles of frozen okra. 

(a) “Whole okra” consists of trimmed 
whole pods of any length which may 
possess an edible portion of the cap. The 
length of a whole pod is determined by 
measuring from the outermost point of 
the tip end of the pod to the outermost 
point of the stem end of the pod, exclu¬ 
sive of any inedible stem portion which 
may be present. 

(b) “Whole baby okra” consists of 
obviously whole trimmed pods which may 
possess an edible portion of the cap and 
which do not exceed 3 Via inches in length. 
(See § 52.1520 for compliance for a lot 
of “Whole Baby Okra.”) 


' (c) “Cut okra” is trimmed whole pods, 

which may possess an edible portion of 
cap, and which have been cut trans¬ 
versely into pieces of approximate uni¬ 
form length. The length of a unit of cut 
okra is determined by measuring the 
longitudinal axis of the unit. 

§ 52.1513 Grades of frozen okra. 

(a) “U.S. Grade A” (or “U.S. Fancy”) 
is the quality of frozen okra that: 

(1) Possesses similar varietal charac¬ 
teristics In all styles; 

(2) Has a good flavor and odor; 

(3) Has a good color; 

(4) Is practically free from defects; 

(5) Has a good character; and 

(6) Scores not less than 90 points 
when scored in accordance with the 
scoring system outlined in this subpart. 

(b) “U.S. Grade B” (or “UJS. Extra 
Standard”) is the quality of frozen okra 
that; 

(1) Possesses similar varietal charac¬ 
teristics in the whole style; 

(2) May or may not posses similar 
varietal characteristics in the cut style; 

(3) Has a normal flavor and odor; 

(4) Has a reasonably good color; 

(5) Is reasonably free from defects; 

(6) Has a reasonably good character; 
and 

(7) Scores not less than 80 points 
when scored in accordance with the scor¬ 
ing system outlined in this subpart. 

(c) “Substandard” is the quality of 
frozen okra that fails to meet the re¬ 
quirements of U.S. Grade B. 

Factors of Quality 

§ 52.1514 Ascertaining the grade of a 
sample unit. 

(a) General. The grade of a sample 
unit of frozen okra is ascertained by 
considering the factors of varietal char¬ 
acteristics and flavor and odor which are 
not scored; the ratings for the factors 
of color, defects, and character, which 
are scored; the total score; and the lim¬ 
iting rules which apply. 

(b) Definitions. (1) “Good flavor 
means that the product, before and af¬ 
ter cooking, has a good, distinctive flavor 
and odor, characteristic of young, ten¬ 
der okra and is free from any kind of 
objectionable flavor or objectionable 

odor. a.\- 

(2) “Normal flavor” means that the 
product, before and after cooking, has a 
normal, typical flavor and odor, charac¬ 
teristic of properly prepared and proc- 
cessed okra and is free from any kind 
of objectionable flavor or objectionable 
odor. . 

(c) Sample units. (1) A sample 
unit” of “w T hole” or “whole baby” okra 
shall be comprised of 50 pods of okra. 

(2) A “sample unit” of “cut” okra 
shall be comprised of 10 ounces of okra. 

(d) Evaluating quality factors. The 
rating for the factors of color, defects, 
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and character (with respect to pod and 
seed development) and the evaluation 
of similar varietal characteristics are de¬ 
termined immediately after thawing to 
the extent that the product is sufficiently 
free from ice crystals to permit proper 
handling as indvidual units. A represent¬ 
ative sample is properly cooked (in suf¬ 
ficient unsalted water) to ascertain the 
tenderness of the units and freedom 
from fiber development before final eval¬ 
uation of character. Flavor and odor is 
evaluated on both the uncooked and 
cooked sample. 

(e) Application of percentages. (1) 
The term, “percent”, or the symbol, “%”, 
wherever used in this subpart, means: 
Percent by count, in “whole” or “whole 
baby” styles of frozen okra and percent, 
by weight, in the “cut” style of frozen 
okra. 

(f) Factors rated by score points. The 
relative importance of each factor which 
is rated is expressed numerically on the 
scale of 100. The maximum number or 


points that may be given for each factor 

is: 

Factors Points 

Color_ 30 

Defects_ 40 

Character_ 30 


Total score_ 100 


§ 52.1515 Ascertaining the rating of the 
factors which are scored. 

The essential variations within each 
factor which is scored are so described 
that the value may be ascertained for 
each factor and expressed numerically. 
The numerical range within each factor 
which is scored is inclusive (for example: 
27 to 30 points means 27, 28, 29, or 30 
points). 

§52.1516 Color. 

(a) (A) Classification. Frozen okra 
that possesses a good color may be given 
a score of 27 to 30 points. “Good color” 
means that the color of the frozen okra 
is bright, practically uniform and typical 
of the varietal characteristic for young, 
tender okra. No more than 10 percent of 
the units in the sample unit may possess 
a slightly dull color, or possess a slight 
yellowish-green to brownish-green cast, 
or vary materially from overall general, 
uniform color; and none of the units in 
the sample unit may possess a noticeable 
yellow or brown color or be “off color.” 

(b) (£) Classification. Frozen okra 
that possesses a reasonably good color 
may be given a score of 24 to 26 points. 
Frozen okra that falls into this classi¬ 
fication shall not be graded above U.S. 
Grade B, regardless of the total score for 
the product (this is a limiting rule). 
“Reasonably good color” means that the 
frozen okra possesses a color which may 
be slightly dull but which is typical of 
the varietal characteristic for reasonably 
young and reasonably tender okra. No 
more than 20 percent of the units in the 
sample unit may possess a color that is 
not typical of reasonably young and rea¬ 
sonably tender okra: Provided , That not 


more than 6 percent of the units in the 
sample unit may possess a noticeable yel¬ 
low or brown color or vary markedly from 
the general, overall color; and none of 
the units may be “off color.” 

<c) (SStd.) Classification. Frozen okra 
that fails to meet the requirements of 
paragraph (b) of this section may be 
given a score of 0 to 23 points and shall 
not be graded above Substandard, re¬ 
gardless of the total score for the product 
(this is a limiting rule). 

§ 52.1517 Defects. 

(a) Visual aids. Color print photo¬ 
graphs illustrative of certain types of de¬ 
fects defined in this subpart are available 
for review at specified USDA Processed 
Products Inspection offices. Information 
regarding the location of such offices is 
available upon request from: 

Chief, Processed Products Standardization 

and Inspection Branch. Fruit and Vegetable 

Division. C&MS, US. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Washington. D.C. 20250. 

(b) General. The factor of defects 
concents the degree of freedom from 
units or any material as may be defined 
in paragraph (c) of this section or from 
any other defects present, whether or not 
specifically defined or listed therein, 
which would affect the appearance or 
edibility of the product. 

(c) Definitions of types of defects. (1) 
“Insignificantly blemished unit,” refers 
to very slight abnormalities, scars, dis¬ 
colorations, or any other imperfections 
on the individual unit which do not affect 
the appearance or edibility of the 
product. 

(2) “Blemished unit” means any unit 
that possesses a trimmed or cut surface 
which is materially darkened or any 
unit on which materially darkened or 
abnormal areas, singly or in the ag¬ 
gregate, materially affect the appearance 
of the unit. 

(3) “Seriously blemished unit” means 
any unit that possesses a trimmed or cut 
surface which is seriously darkened or 
any unit on which seriously darkened or 
abnormal areas, singly or in the aggre¬ 
gate, seriously affect the appearance or 
edibility, or both, of the unit. 

(4) “Harmless extraneous material” 
consists of leaves, attached stems in ex¬ 
cess of one-half inch, detached stems of 
any length without any visible portion of 
edible pod material, and similar harm¬ 
less plant material. 

(5) “Poorly trimmed” units in the 
“whole” or “whole baby” style of frozen 
okra Include, but are not limited to: 

(i) Apparent untrimmed pods; 

(ii) Pods with attached stems and cap 
portions in excess of one-fourth inch in 
length measured from the capscar; 

(ili) Pods possessing a conical-shaped 
or severely biased cut of the cap portion; 

(iv) Trimmed pods with cut surface 
having very ragged edges; 

(v) Pods with partially detached cap 
portions. 

(6) “Poorly trimmed” units in the 
“cut” style of frozen okra include, but are 


not limited to, units with attached stem 
and cap portions in excess of one-fourth 
inch in length measured from the 
capscar. 

(7) “Excessively trimmed” are whole 
pods that: 

(i) Have been so trimmed as to col¬ 
lapse the pod; 

(ii) Have been so trimmed that the 
cap and an excess of pod is removed as 
to expose an entire horizontal plane— 
cut transversely to the longitudinal axis 
of the pod—of the seed cavity; 

(iii) Have been obviously trimmed on 
both ends. 

(8) A “small piece” in “whole baby” 
or “whole” frozen okra means a piece 
of pod (exclusive of very small tip ends) 
which is one-fourth or less the weight 
of the smallest whole pod in the sample 
unit. 

(9) “Small pieces” or “damaged 
pieces” in cut frozen okra means pieces 
of pods one-fourth inch in length or less 
and loose seeds, or units that may be 
broken, mashed, split, shattered, or im¬ 
properly or incompletely cut so as to af¬ 
fect seriously the appearance or edibility 
of the unit. 

(10) “Damaged by mechanical in¬ 
jury" means whole pods or portions 
thereof that have been broken, mashed, 
split, or shattered to the extent that the 
appearance of the unit is seriously 
affected. 

(11) “Misshapen units” are whole pods 
which are seriously deformed. 

(12) “Pathological or insect injury” 
refers to any unit that possesses apparent 
pathological or insect damage. 

(13) “Sand, grit, or silt” means any 
particle of earthy material. 

(d) (A) Classification. Frozen okra 
that is practically free from defects may 
be given a score of 36 to 40 points. “Prac¬ 
tically free from defects” means that: 

(1) Any defects present, whether or 
not specifically defined or listed herein, 
do not materially detract from the ap¬ 
pearance or edibility of the product; and 

(2) The defects that may be present 
in the sample unit do not exceed the 
allowances specified in Table I. 

(e) (£) Classification. Frozen okra 
that is reasonably free from defects may 
be given a score of 32 to 35 points. Frozen 
okra that falls into this classification 
shall not be graded above UB. Grade B, 
regardless of the total score for the 
product (this is a limiting rule). “Rea¬ 
sonably free from defects” means that: 

(1) Any defects present, whether or 
not specifically defined or listed herein, 
do not seriously detract from the appear¬ 
ance or edibility of the product; and 

(2) The defects that may be present 
in the sample unit do not exceed the 
allowances specified in Table I. 

(f) (SStd.) Classification. Frozen okra 
that fails to meet the requirements of 
paragraph (e) of this section may be 
given a score of 0 to 31 points and shall 
not be graded above Substandard, re¬ 
gardless of the total score for the product 
(this is a limiting rule). 
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Table I— Allowances for Defects in Frozen Okra 



Whole style; whole baby style 

Cut style 

Grade A 

Grade B 

Grade A 

Grade B 

Blemished units; and seriously 
blemished units. 

Afaximum- 
3 units— 

but not 

\ unit— 

seriously 

-per 60 pods 

6 units— 
nore than 

2 units— 
blemished 

Maximum —- 
6 units— 

but not n 

2 units— 

seriously 

ytr J0 ounces 

12 units— 
nore than 

1 4 units— 
blemished 

Insignificantly blemished units. 

Do not more than 
slightly— 

detract from t 

Do not seriously— 

ho appearance 

• Do not more than 
slightly— 

detract from t 

Do not seriously— 

K5 appearance 

Harmless extraneous material... 

2 pieces.. 

3 pieces.. 

1 piece. 

2 pieces. 

Poorly trimmed; excessively 
trimmed; small or damaged 
units; misshapen units; or any 
combination of these. 

10 units. 

15 units. 

12 units. 

18 units. 

Damaged by mechanical Injury. 

5 units. 

10 units. 

Not applicable.... 

Not applicable. 

Pathological or Insect Injury. 

None.. 

1 unit... 

1 unit. 

2 units. 

Sand, grit, or silt.. 

None . 

Trace 

None. 

Trace. 

Total 

All defects above. 

10 units. 

15 units...._.... 

12 units 

18 units. 

Do not seriously— 

he appearance 

and 

Any other defects or Including 
above. 

Do not 
materially— 
detract from t! 

1 

Do not seriously— 

he appearance 

Do not 
materially— 
detract from tl 

i 


§ 52.1518 Character. 

(a) General. The factor of character 
refers to the development of the pods 
and seeds and to the degree of freedom 
from tough fiber. “Tough fiber” in frozen 
okra means any cooked unit that con¬ 
tains tough fibrous development to the 
extent that the unit cannot be completely 
cut or entirely chewed easily. 

(b) (A) Classification. Frozen okra 
that possesses a good character may be 
given a score of 27 to 30 points. “Good 
•character” means that the units are 
fleshy and tender, that the seeds are in 
the early stages of maturity, and that not 
more than two whole pods or four cut 
units (as applicable) per sample unit 
possess tough fibers. 

(c) (B) Classification. Frozen okra 
that possesses a reasonably good char¬ 
acter may be given a score of 24 to 26 
points. Frozen okra that falls into this 
classification shall not be graded above 
U5. Grade B, regardless of the total 
score for the product (this is a limiting 
rule). “Reasonably good character” 
means that the units may have lost their 
fleshy texture to a considerable extent, 
that the units are reasonably tender, that 
the seeds may have passed the early 
stages of maturity, and that not more 
than four whole pods or eight cut units 
(as applicable) per sample unit possess 
tough fibers. 

(d) ( SStd .) Classification. Frozen okra 
that fails to meet the requirements of 
paragraph (c) of this section may be 
given a score of 0 to 23 points and shall 
not be graded above Substandard, re¬ 
gardless of the total score for the product 
(this is a limiting rule). 

Lot Compliance 

§ 52.1519 Ascertaining the grade of a 
lot. 

The grade of a lot of frozen okra cov¬ 
ered by the standards in this subpart is 


determined by the procedures set forth 
in the Regulations Governing Inspection 
and Certification of Processed Products 
Thereof, and Certain Other Processed 
Foods Products (§§52.1 to 52.87). 

§ 52.1520 Ascertaining size classification 
for whole baby okra. 

A lot of “frozen whole okra” may be 
further classified as “whole baby okra”: 
Provided , That all of the whole pods in 
all of the sample units which comprise 
the sample comply with the following 
conditions: 

(a) At least 90 percent of all of the 
pods do not exceed 3 l /2 inches in length. 

(b) None of the pods exceed 4 inches 
in length. 

Score Sheet 

§ 52.1521 Score sheet for frozen okra. 


Size and kind of container. 

Container marks or identification... 
Label. . 


Net weight (ounces). 

Style (whole, whole baby, or cut). 





Variety... 





Factors 


Score points 




(A) 

27-30 

Color... 

30 


B) 

‘24-20 




(SStd) 

(A) 

•0-23 

30-40 

Delects. 

40 


n) 

‘32-35 




(SStd) 

*0-31 




(A) 

27-30 

Character. 

30 


(B) 

‘24-26 




[(SStd) 

*0-23 

Total score. 

100 




Flavor and odor... 

Grade. 






1 Indicates limiting rule. 

Dated: November 15,1968. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Services. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-13926: Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


17 CFR Parts 1005, 1009, 1036 1 

(Docket Nos. AO-177-A34-R01, AO-268-A17 
AO-179-A31J 

MILK IN TRI-STATE; CLARKSBURG, 
W. VA.; AND EASTERN OHIO- 
WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA MAR¬ 
KETING AREAS 

Notice of Rescheduled Hearing on 
Proposed Amendments to Tentative 
Marketing Agreements and Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq.), and the applicable rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure governing the formu¬ 
lation of marketing agreements and 
marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), no¬ 
tice was issued on November 6, 1968 (33 
F.R. 16451) giving notice of a public 
hearing to be held at the Uptowner 
Inn, 151 West Main Street, Clarksburg, 
W. Va., beginning at 10 a.m., on Decem¬ 
ber 4, 1968, with respect to proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreements and to the orders regulating 
the handling of milk in the Tri-State, 
Clarksburg, W. Va., and Eastern Ohio- 
Western Pennsylvania marketing areas. 

Notice is hereby given that the said 
public hearing is rescheduled to be held 
on December 10, 1968. The location of 
the hearing and its scheduled time are 
not changed. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 18,1968. 

John C. Blijm, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Regulatory Programs. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-14026; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 1 1 

CHEESE AND CHEESE PRODUCT 
PACKAGES 

Enforcement Regulations for Fair 
Packaging and Labeling Act; Pro¬ 
posed Exemption From Certain Re¬ 
quirements 

Notice is given that Kraft Foods Divi¬ 
sion of National Dairy Products Corp., 
500 Peshtigo Court, Chicago, HI. 60611, 
has submitted a petition proposing that 
the regulations for the enforcement of 
the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act <21 
CFR Part 1) be amended to afford cheese 
and cheese products in uniform weight 
packages labeled to show net weight, 
price per pound, and total price, the same 
exemption given “random food pack¬ 
ages” by § l.lc(a)(2), which is exemp¬ 
tion from the placement of the quantity 
of contents declaration in the bottom 30- 
percent of the area of the label panel 
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required by § 1.8b(f) and from use in 
such declaration of type size specified in 
§ 1.8b(i). 

Grounds given in support of the pro¬ 
posal are that these nonrandom weight 
cheese packages are now labeled the same 
as and compete with random-weight 
cheese packages and that to require dual 
declaration and lower 30-percent place¬ 
ment of the quantity of contents declara¬ 
tion is therefore not only unnecessary to 
adequately inform consumers but could 
lead to consumer confusion if these com¬ 
petitive products bear different labeling. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Pair Packaging and Labeling Act 
(secs. 5(b). 6(a), 80 Stat. 1298, 1299; 15 
U.S.C. 1453. 1455) and the Federal Pood. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 701, 52 Stat. 
1055, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 371), and 
under authority delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 
2.120), it is proposed that § l.lc(a) <2) be 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 1.1c Exemptions from required label 
statements. 

• * • ♦ * 

(a) Foods. • • ♦ 

(2) Random food packages, as defined 
in 5 1.8b(j), bearing labels declaring net 
weight, price per pound or per specified 
number of pounds, and total price shall 
be exempt from the type size, dual dec¬ 
laration, and placement requirements of 
§ 1.8b if the accurate statement of net 
weight is presented conspicuously on the 
principal display panel of the package. 
In the case of food packed in random 
packages at one place for subsequent 
shipment and sale at another, the price 
sections of the label may be left blank 
provided they are filled in by the seller 
prior to retail sale. This exemption shall 
also apply to uniform weight packages 
of cheese and cheese products labeled in 
the same manner and by the same type 
of equipment as random food packages 
exempted by this subparagraph. 

* ♦ * * * 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views in writing, preferably 
in qutntuplicate, regarding this proposal 
within 60 days following the date of pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. Such views and comments 
should be addressed to the Hearing Clerk, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare. Room 5440, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, 
and may be accompanied by a memo¬ 
randum or brief in support thereof. 

Dated; November 14,1968. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14040; FUed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:47 ajn.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Maritime Administration 
[ 46 CFR Ch. II 1 
SUBSIDIZED OPERATORS 
Guidelines for Payment 

In F.R. Doc. 67-14066 (32 F.R. 16436. 
Nov. 30, 1967) comments by interested 
parties were invited to be submitted by 
December 18, 1967. relative to the guide¬ 
lines set forth therein for payment of 
operating-differential subsidy to sub¬ 
sidized operators. 

In F.R. Docs. 67-14669 (32 Pit. 17980), 
68-1375 (33 Fit. 2531), 68-3671 (33 F.R. 
4996), 68-7031 (33 FJt. 8744), and 68- 
9746 (33 FH. 11547), the date of Decem¬ 
ber 18, 1967, was extended to February 
5, 1968, April 1, 1968, July 1, 1968, Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1968, and December 2, 1968, 
respectively. 

Notice is hereby given that the time 
within which comments may be sub¬ 
mitted is extended from December 2, 

1968, to close of business on March 31, 

1969. 

Dated; November 14, 1968. 

By order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr.. 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14043; FUed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:47 am.] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 151 1 

[Docket No. 9257; Notice 68-31[ 

IN-RUNWAY LIGHTING SYSTEMS 
U.S. Share of Project Costs 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 151 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to delete 
exit taxiway lighting systems, in § 151.43 
(d)(2), as part of in-runway lighting 
that is eligible for 75 percent Federal 
participation under the Federal-aid Air¬ 
port Program. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
view's, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the reg¬ 
ulatory docket or notice number and be 
submitted in duplicate to: Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Office of the General 
Counsel. Attention: Rules Docket GC- 
24, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. All communi¬ 
cations received on or before January 22, 
1969, will be considered by the Admin¬ 
istrator before taking action on the pro¬ 
posed rule. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
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and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Under 5 151.39(b)(7) (Project eligi¬ 
bility) an airport development project 
may include items of runway lighting, 
and under § 151.13(b) (2) (Federal-aid 
Airport Program: policy affecting land¬ 
ing aid requirements) the FAA requires 
in-runway lighting to be included in a 
project under stated circumstances. In¬ 
runway lighting is eligible for 75 percent 
Federal participation under 5 151.43(d) 
(2), and is eligible for inclusion in any 
project under the programming stand¬ 
ards of paragraph (e) of § 151.87 (Light¬ 
ing and electrical work) and Appendix F. 

Amendment 151-17 effective Jan¬ 
uary 27, 1967 (31 F.R. 16521). substituted 
the terms “touchdown zone lighting sys¬ 
tem, centerline lighting system, and exit 
taxiway lighting system” in §§ 151.43(d) 
(2) and 151.87(e), and Appendix F, for 
the words “narrow gauge, centerline, and 
turnoff” lighting. Tiffs was intended to 
more accurately and comprehensively 
describe in-runway lighting systems that 
are essential to Category H operations. 
However, it has since been determined 
that exit taxiway lighting is not required 
as a component of an in-runway lighting 
system for Category n operations. The 
FAA now considers exit taxiway lighting 
instead to be part of the taxiw'ay center- 
line lighting system, and accordingly 
eligible for 50 percent, rather than 75 
percent. Federal participation. In order 
to accurately reflect the present meaning 
of in-runway lighting eligible for 75 per¬ 
cent Federal participation, it is therefore 
proposed to delete “exit taxi way lighting 
system” from § 151.43(d) (2). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 151.43(d) (2) of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to read as 
follows: 

§ 151.43 United States share of project 
costs. 

• • • * * 

(d) * ♦ • 

(2) The costs of installing in-runway 
lighting (touchdown zone lighting sys¬ 
tem, and centerline lighting system). 

• • • • • 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 1-15 and 17-20 of 
the Federal Airport Act (49 U.S.C. 1101- 
1114, 1116-1120). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 14, 1968. 

Chester G. Bowers, 
Director , Airports Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14050; FUed. Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:48 &.m.l 


I 14 CFR Part 169 1 

[Docket No. 9256; Notice 68-30] 

NONMILITARY AIRPORTS OR AIR 
NAVIGATION FACILITIES THEREON 

Expenditure of Federal Funds 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering issuing a regulation to 
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implement the first two sentences of sec¬ 
tion 308(a) of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958. as amended (49 U.S.C. 1349(a)). 
These provisions prohibit the expendi¬ 
ture of Federal funds for nonmilitary 
purposes for airports or air navigation 
facilities thereon without a “recom¬ 
mendation and certification by the Ad¬ 
ministration that such landing area or 
facility is reasonably necessary for use 
in air commerce or in the interests of 
national defense.” The proposed regula¬ 
tion would not change the established 
practice for issuing grants under the 
Federal Airport Act. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or comments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket or notice number and be submit¬ 
ted in duplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the General 
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket, 800 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20590. All communications received 
on or before January 22, 1969, will be 
considered by the Administrator before 
taking action on the proposed rule. The 
proposal may be changed after consid¬ 
eration of the comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested parties. 

Sections 308 and 309 of the Federal 
Aviation Act, respectively entitled “Ex¬ 
penditure of Federal Funds for Certain 
Airports, etc.,” and “Other Airports”, 
between them contain provisions appli¬ 
cable to all airports. In pertinent part, 
section 308(a) requires a form of ap¬ 
proval by the Administrator before 
Federal funds may be expended for non¬ 
military purposes for airports or air 
navigation facilities thereon. 

Sections 308(b) and 309, respectively, 
only require prior notice to the Adminis¬ 
trator of construction of (or substantial 
alteration of runway layout at) military 
airports, and other (nonmilitary) air¬ 
ports “not involving expenditure of Fed¬ 
eral funds”, so that he may advise as to 
the effects of the proposed construction 
or alteration on the use of airspace by 
aircraft. Part 157 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations implements the prior notice 
requirements of these provisions. 

The proposed regulation would facili¬ 
tate the performance of the Administra¬ 
tor's functions under the first two sen¬ 
tences of section 308(a). Section 169.3 
would set forth the pertinent informa¬ 
tion required in an application for a rec¬ 
ommendation and certification. Section 
169.3 also would provide that approval of 
a project under section 9 of the Federal 
Airport Act has the effect of a recom¬ 
mendation and certification, and that a 
separate application under this part 
would not be necessary. Section 169.5 
would provide for the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration determination, that 
would be made by Area Managers. 

Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1653(f)), 
as amended by section 18(b) of the Fed¬ 
eral-Aid Highway Act of 1968, states that 
no program or project that requires the 
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use of any publicly owned land from a 
public park, recreation area, or wildlife 
and waterfowl refuge, or any land from 
an historic site, of National, State, or 
local significance as determined by the 
Federal, State, or local officials having 
jurisdiction thereof, may be approved 
unless there is no feasible and prudent 
alternative, and the program includes 
all possible planning to minimize harm 
to the park, area, refuge, or site in¬ 
volved. Under delegation from the Secre¬ 
tary of Transportation, on May 8, 1968, 
the Administrator issued a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making (Notice 68-11; 33 Fit. 
7041) and expects to issue regulations 
implementing section 4(f) as amended. 
To the extent action under section 308 

(a) involves an approval of a project or 
program subject to section 4(f), that 
approval will be obtained under those 
regulations. 

This rule-making action is proposed 
under the authority of sections 308(a) 
and 313(a) of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1349(a), 
1354(a)), and of section 6(c) of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(0). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Title 14, Chapter I, 
of the Code of Federal Regulations by 
adding the following new Part 169. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 14, 1968. 

Chester G. Bowers, 
Director, Airports Service. 

PART 169—EXPENDITURE OF FED¬ 
ERAL FUNDS FOR NON-MILITARY 

AIRPORTS OR AIR NAVIGATION 
FACILITIES THEREON 

§ 169.1 Applicability. 

This part implements the first two 
sentences of section 308(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1349(a)) that read: 

(a) No Federal funds, other than those 
expended undqr this Act, shaU be expended, 
other than for military purposes (whether 
or not in cooperation with State or other 
local governmental agencies), for the acqui¬ 
sition, establishment, construction, altera¬ 
tion, repair, maintenance, or operation of 
any landing area, or for the acquisition, 
establishment, construction, maintenance, or 
operation of air navigation facilities thereon, 
except upon written recommendation and 
certification by the Administrator that such 
landing area or facility is reasonably neces¬ 
sary for use in air commerce or in the inter¬ 
ests of national defense. Any interested per¬ 
son may apply to the Administrator, under 
regulations prescribed by him, for such rec¬ 
ommendation and certification with respect 
to any landing area or air navigation facility 
proposed to be established, constructed, al¬ 
tered, repaired, maintained, or operated by, 
or in the interests of, such person. • • • 

This part does not apply to expenditure 
of Federal funds for military purposes or 
for airports, or air navigation facilities 
thereon, operated by the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. 

§ 169.3 Application for recommendation 
and certification. 

(a) Any person interested in an air¬ 
port or proposed airport on which Fed¬ 


eral funds are proposed to be expended 
for any of the purposes specified in the 
first sentence of section 308(a) may ap¬ 
ply to the Administrator for a recom¬ 
mendation and certification with respect 
to the proposed project. The application 
shall be filed with the Area Office in 
whose territory the airport is located. 
The application must state— 

(1) The name and address of the ap¬ 
plicant, the owner of the airport, and 
the individual responsible for its opera¬ 
tion and maintenance, and the interest 
of the applicant in the matter; 

(2) The location of the airport, and 
of any air navigation facilities thereon; 

(3) A technical description of the 
project; 

(4) The information contained in the 
notice required by § 157.3 of this chap¬ 
ter; and 

(5) All available pertinent data relat¬ 
ing to the necessity of the airport or air 
navigation facility for use in air com¬ 
merce including where applicable— 

(i) The number and type of aircraft 
that use or would use the airport or 
facility; 

(ii) The present and expected level of 
activity; 

(iii) Any special use of the airport or 
facility such as its providing access to 
places of recreation as national forests 
or parks or to isolated communities where 
access by other means is not available 
or is curtailed by climatic condition; 
and 

(iv) In the case of an airport or air 
navigation facility owned, operated, or 
maintained by a Federal agency other 
than the FAA, the relationship of the air¬ 
port or facility to the performance of 
that agency’s functions. 

(b) Approval of a project under sec¬ 
tion 9 of the Federal Airport Act (49 
U.S.C. 1108) has the effect of a recom¬ 
mendation and certification. A separate 
application for recommendation and 
certification under this part with respect 
to such a project is not required. 

§169.5 FAA determination. 

(a) The Administrator issues a recom - 
mendation and certification if he finds 
that the airport or facility is reasonably 
necessary for use in air commerce or in 
the interests of national defense; that 
it conforms to all applicable plans and 
policies for, and allocations of, airspace; 
and that it otherwise complies with 
requirements of Federal law properly 
considered by the Administrator. The 
Administrator may grant the recom¬ 
mendation and certification subject to 
conditions that ensure conformity of the 
airport or facility with these standards. 

(b) A recommendation and certifica¬ 
tion under this part, express or implied, 
does not extend to a modified version of 
an airport or facility to which it applies, 
or to an additional area or facility at the 
same airport. 

(c) If the application is denied the 
Administrator notifies the applicant of 
the grounds for the denial. The Adminis¬ 
trator may revoke a recommendation and 
certification for proper cause. 

(d) The authority of the Adminis¬ 
trator under this part is exercised by 
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Area Managers as to airports or facili¬ 
ties located within their respective 
territories. 

|FR. Doc. 68-14049; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[14 CFR Part 298 ] 

[Docket No. 20475; EDRr-152) 

CLASSIFICATION AND EXEMPTION 
OF AIR TAXI OPERATORS 

Interairport Air Taxi Service in 
Washington/Baltimore Area 

November 18.1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board has under considera¬ 
tion a proposed amendment of Part 298 
of the Board’s economic regulations (14 
CFR Part 298) which would permit in¬ 
terairport air taxi service in the Wash- 
ington-Baltimore area between points 
between which a certificated helicopter 
carrier provides regular service. 

The principal features of the proposed 
amendment are further described in the 
Explanatory Statement, and the pro¬ 
posed amendment is set forth in the pro¬ 
posed rule. This regulation is proposed 
under the authority of sections 204(a) 
and 416 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958. as amended (72 Stat. 743 and 
771; 49 U.S.C. 1324 and 1386). 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making through sub¬ 
mission of twelve (12) copies of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428. All relevant material received 
on or before December 11, 1968, will be 
considered by the Board before taking 
final action on the proposed rule. Copies 
of such communications will be available 
for examination by interested persons in 
the Docket Section of the Board, Room 
712 Universal Building, 1825 Connecti¬ 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

cut Avenue NW.. Washington, D.C., upon 
receipt thereof. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory statement. Section 298.21 
(b) (2) of the Board’s economic regula¬ 
tions (14 CFR Part 298) prohibits sched¬ 
uled air taxi service “between any points 
where scheduled helicopter passenger 
service, or community center and inter- 
airport service, is provided by the holder 
of a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity either in accordance with such 
certificate or pursuant to exemption or¬ 
der of the Board." In addition, § 298.21 
(d) prohibits any service, whether sched¬ 
uled or irregular, by helicopter, STOL or 
VTOL aircraft by an air taxi operator 
“between any two points between which 
scheduled helicopter, STOL or VTOL air¬ 
craft service is provided by the holder of 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing such service." By 
its decision in the Washington/Balti¬ 
more Helicopter service Investigation 
(Order 68-11-71, dated Nov. 18, 1968), 
issued concurrently herewith, the Board 
is certificating a helicopter carrier to 
provide, in the Washington-Baltimore 
area, passenger service between airports, 1 
between city center and city center and 
between an intra-city point and an air¬ 
port. For the reasons set forth in the 
opinion, the Board proposes to modify 
the prohibitions of § 298.21(b) (2) and 
(d) so as to permit interairport air taxi 
service with conventional fixed wing air¬ 
craft or STOL aircraft on a regular 
basis, and with helicopter or VTOL air¬ 
craft on an irregular basis. The remain¬ 
ing certificated markets 51 will be within 
the ambit of the protection of existing 
§ 298.21(b) (2) and (d). 

Proposed rule. It is proposed to amend 
§ 298.21 (b) and (d) of the economic 
regulations (14 CFR Part 298) to read as 
follows: 


1 National, Dulles or Friendship. 
a City center to city center and intra-city 
to airport. 
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§ 298.21 Scope of service authorized. 

• • • • • 

(b) General limitations . An air taxi 
operator is prohibited from providing air 
transportation, or holding out to the pub¬ 
lic expressly or by course of conduct, that 
it provides such transportation regularly 
or with a reasonable degree of regularity. 

(1) * * •; and 

(2) Between any points where sched¬ 
uled helicopter passenger service, or com¬ 
munity center and interairport service, 
is provided by the holder of a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
either in accordance with such certifi¬ 
cate or pursuant to exemption order of 
the Board: Provided, however , That sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph shall 
not be applicable to air taxi service be¬ 
tween any of the following airports in 
the Washington-Baltimore area: Wash¬ 
ington National Airport, Dulles Interna¬ 
tional Airport, and Friendship Airport. 

• • • • • 

(d) Special limitation . No service by 
helicopter. STOL, or VTOL aircraft shall 
be offered or performed by an air taxi 
operator between any two points be¬ 
tween which scheduled helicopter, STOL 
or VTOL aircraft service is provided by 
the holder of a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing such 
service: Provided, however. That this 
paragraph shall not be applicable to 

(1) Irregular air taxi service 1 or 

(2) Regular air taxi service with 
STOL aircraft, 

between any of the following airports in 
the Washington-Baltimore area: Wash¬ 
ington National Airport, Dulles Interna¬ 
tional Airport, and Friendship Airport. 
• • • • • 

[FR. Doc. 68-14030; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:46 ajn-1 


1 The authority to provide "irregular’' serv¬ 
ice means that the air taxi operator can pro¬ 
vide service so long as it does not hold out 
to the public, expressly or by course of con¬ 
duct. that it provides such transportation 
regularly or with a reasonable degree of 
regularity. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[Docket No. A-473] 

ANTHONY MUSKAVAGE 
Notice of Loan Application 

November 18, 1968. 

Anthony Muskavage, Box 664, Peters¬ 
burg, Alaska 99833 has applied for a loan 
from the Fisheries Loan Fund to aid in 
financing the purchase of a used 35.9- 
foot registered length wood vessel to en¬ 
gage in the fishery for salmon. 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 89-85 and Fish¬ 
eries Loan Fund Procedures (50 CFR 
Part 250, as revised) that the above en¬ 
titled application is being considered by 
the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of 
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
Any person desiring to submit evidence 
that the contemplated operation of such 
vessel will cause economic hardship or 
injury to efficient vessel operators already 
operating in that fishery must submit 
such evidence in writing to the Director, 
Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, within 
30 days from the date of publication of 
this notice. If such evidence is received 
it will be evaluated along with such other 
evidence as may be available before mak¬ 
ing a determination that the contem¬ 
plated operations of the vessel will or will 
not cause such economic hardship or 
injury. 

William M. Terry, 

Acting Director, 

Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14024; Piled, Nov. 21, 1908; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

[Secretary’s Order 2907, Amdt. 1] 

DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Delegation of Authority 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
correct errors of format, content, and 
citation appearing in Secretary’s Order 
2907, October 11, 1968. 

Section 1. Delegation. This order dele¬ 
gates to the Director, National Park 
Service, the authority of the Secretary 
of the Interior as contained in section 
3(b)(3) of the Act of October 2, 1968 
(82 Stat, 932, Public Law 90-545) as it 
applies to the notification to owners of 
lands situated in those areas designated 
as the Redwood National Park. 

Sec. 2. Termination. The authority 
delegated by this order shall terminate 
at close of business on October 16, 1969. 

This amendment supersedes the text 
of Secretary’s Order 2907, but the date 


Notices 


of the delegation remains as the date of 
the original order. 

Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

November 15, 1968. 

[P.R. Doc. 68-14019; Piled. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.[ 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Business and Defense Services 
Administration 

BAYLOR UNIVERSITY 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 68-00665-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: Baylor University College of Medi¬ 
cine, 1200 Moursund Avenue, Houston, 
Tex. 77025. Article: LKB 8800A Ultro- 
tome m ultramicrotome. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: Applicant states: 

Various pathological tissues as well as cell 
monolayers and tissue cultures must be pre¬ 
pared for electron microscopy. Many of our 
research specimens are tissue cultures grown 
on nylon and dacron velour fabrics which are 
used in various types of cardiovascular pros-’ 
theses. Ultrathin sections of these widely 
varied specimens must be prepared in long 
series and must be cut in equal thickness 
throughout. The thickness of these sections 
must be chosen by the operator so as to 
obtain maximum information from the tis¬ 
sues. Because the exact thickness needed 
varies in different tissues it is Imperative 
that the operator be able to quickly and 
easily change the cutting thickness any¬ 
where from 50 angstrom to 2 microns. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received regarding this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: (1) The foreign 
article has a minimum thickness capabil¬ 
ity down to 50 angstroms. The most 
closely comparable domestic ultramicro¬ 


tome is the Model MT-2 which is man¬ 
ufactured by Ivan Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). 
The Sorvall Model MT-2 has a specified 
minimum thickness capability of 100 
angstroms. It has been experimentally 
established that the thinner the section, 
the more it is possible to achieve the 
ultimate resolution of the specimen 
under an electron microscope. Therefore, 
the 50 angstrom minimum thickness ca¬ 
pability is pertinent to the purposes for 
which the foreign article is intended to 
be used. (2) The research program with 
which the foreign article is associated 
necessitates cutting long series of ultra - 
thin sections, in order to permit the 
scientists to localize the particular struc¬ 
ture of the material with which the in¬ 
vestigation is primarily concerned. We 
are advised by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) in its 
memorandum of July 25, 1968, that “It 
has generally been conceded by expert 
microscopists that only thermal advance 
ultramicrotomes have performed satis¬ 
factorily where long series of ultra thin 
and uniform sections are required.” The 
foreign article incorporates a thermal 
advance system, whereas the Sorvall 
MT-2 incorporates a gear driven me¬ 
chanical system. (3) The image produced 
under an electron microscope will yield 
the optimum information when the sec¬ 
tion under examination has uniform, 
smoothly cut surfaces. The tissues being 
investigated have been grown on nylon, 
dacron and other fabrics. These are dif¬ 
ficult to section and, in this connection, 
we are advised by HEW in cited memo¬ 
randum that “The range of cutting 
speeds and a capability for the higher 
cutting speeds is, therefore, a pertinent 
characteristic of the ultramicrotome to 
be used for sectioning materials that ex¬ 
perience has shown difficult to section.’ 1 
The foreign article provides cutting 
speeds from 0.1 millimeter per second to 
20 millimeters per second, whereas the 
Sorvall Model MT-2 provides cutting 
speeds from 0.01 millimeters per second 
to 3 millimeters per second. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
the Sorvall Model MT-2 is not of equiva¬ 
lent scientific value to the foreign article 
for the purposes for which the article is 
intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus 
being manufactured in the United States 
which provides the required capabilities. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In - 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[P.R. Doc. 68-14008; Piled, Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:45 ajn.J 
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BETH ISRAEL HOSPITAL ET AL. 

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In¬ 
terested persons may present their views 
with respect to the question of whether 
an instrument or apparatus of equiva¬ 
lent scientific value for the purposes for 
which the article is intended to be used 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Such comments must be filed in 
triplicate with the Director, Scientific 
Instrument Evaluation Division, Business 
and Defense Services Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 20230, within 20 cal¬ 
endar days after date on which this no¬ 
tice of application is published in the 
Federal Register. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967 issue of 
the Federal Register, prescribe the re¬ 
quirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation Di¬ 
vision, Department of Commerce, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed witl* the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its 
authorized agent, if any, to whose appli¬ 
cation the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-00245-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: Beth Israel Hospital, 330 Brook¬ 
line Avenue, Boston, Mass. 02215. 
Article: Electron microscope. Model EM 
300. Manufacturer: Philips Electronic 
Instruments, The Netherlands. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
in a large number of scientific investi¬ 
gations, including: 

(a) Cytochemical distribution of hy¬ 
drolytic enzymes in smooth muscle 
cells, and their alterations in response 
to various physiologic, pharmacologic 
and pathologic stimuli. 

(b) Studies of the roles of ischemia, 
cell renewal, hypersecretion, mucin pro¬ 
duction and back diffusion in experi¬ 
mental injury to the gastrointestinal 
mucosa. 

(c) Sudies of the roles of endothelial 
integrity, stasis and the lytic system on 
the development and evolution of ex¬ 
perimental vascular thrombi. 

(d) Effects of various humoral and 
cellular enzymatic agents on isolated 
platelet organellar fractions. 

(e) Studies of the relative roles of 
vascular insufficiency, juxtaglomerular 
cell activity, and tubular dysfunction in 
the induction and evolution of experi- 
menal acute renal failure. 

(f) Ionic movements in the turtle 
bladder preparation, including the effects 
of enzymatic poisons. 


(g) Effects of various antimicrobial 
agents on mycoplasma. 

(h) Structure and function of various 
subcellular fractions of myocardial cells 
in experimental cardiac hypertrophy. 

(i) Biosynthesis of macromolecules in 
mammalian epidermis, including cellu¬ 
lar renewal and keratin production. 

(j) Structural and functional altera¬ 
tions in ribosomes and related subcellu¬ 
lar organelles in tissue and organ cul¬ 
tures of various mammalian neoplasms. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: October 24, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00246-00-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Virginia, Purchasing 
Department, Charlottesville, Va. 22901. 
Article: Specimen Airlock with Electro¬ 
magnetic Beam Alignment. Manufac¬ 
turer: Siemens AG, West Germany In¬ 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used as an accessory to an existing elec¬ 
tron microscope for high resolution dark 
field electron microscopy. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
October 24, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00248-00-66700. Appli¬ 
cant: Massachusetts Institute of Tech¬ 
nology, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cam¬ 
bridge, Mass. 02139. Article: Spare parts 
for Prevost projector. Manufacturer: 
Prevost, Italy. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used as spare parts for 
an existing projector. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
October 24,1968. 

Docket No. 69-00249-33-46070. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Georgia, Division of 
Biological Sciences, Athens, Ga. 30601. 
Article: Scanning electron microscope, 
Model Mark IIA Stereoscan. Manufac¬ 
turer: Cambridge Instruments Co., Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used in connection 
with an investigation of the ultrastruc- 
ture of organisms in cryptobiosis as a 
step towards understanding how cyto¬ 
plasm can become dehydrated without 
the loss of its physical and biochemical 
integrity. 

The specific aim of the project will 
be to determine to what extent the 
morphology of the subcellular con¬ 
stituents such as nuclei, mitochondria, 
and the endoplasmic reticulum are 
altered by drying. A determination of 
how the delicate subcellular constituents 
to avoid disruption by the very high sur¬ 
face tensions caused by drying will be 
sought. Application received by Com¬ 
missioner of Customs: October 25, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00250-01-77030. Appli¬ 
cant: Emory University, Chemistry De¬ 
partment, Atlanta, Ga. 30322. Article: 
Nuclear magnetic resonance spectrom¬ 
eter, Model HF-90S. Manufacturer: 
Bruker-Physik AE, West Germany. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used for a wide variety of studies over 
the next few years, some of which are 
Indicated below: 

1. Studies of solvent effects on Hydro¬ 
gen-Fluorine (H-F) couplings in aro¬ 
matic compounds, involving H and F 
spectra. 

2. Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) 
spectra of difiuoro-blphenyls (H and F 


spectra); long-range couplings, barriers 
for rotation, and NMR parameters. 

3. Protonation behavior of the biologi¬ 
cally important bases spermine and 
spermidine, involving H and 14 n (Hydro¬ 
gen and Isotope of Nitrogen, Atomic 
weight 14) spectra, 14N-decoupling and 
other techniques. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: October 25, 
1968. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14009; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 ajn.j 


CARNEGIE-MELLON UNIVERSITY 
ET AL. 

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur¬ 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Scientific Instrument Evaluation Divi¬ 
sion, Business and Defense Services Ad¬ 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the Federal Register, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation 
Division, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its 
authorized agent, if any, to whose ap¬ 
plication the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-00231-65-46070. Ap¬ 
plicant: Carnegie-Mellon University, 
Mellon Institute, 4400 Fifth Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15213. Article: Scanning 
electron microscope. Model JSM-2. 
Manufacturer: Japan Electron Optics 
Laboratory Co., Ltd., Japan. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
by five engineering departments deeply 
concerned with materials research. Col¬ 
lectively, this work ranges from studies of 
the relation between atomic and micro¬ 
structure and mechanical properties, to 
application of solid state physics, to the 
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production of improved semiconductors. 
Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: October 15, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00234-33-46500. Ap¬ 
plicant: North Carolina State University, 
Post Office Box 5935, Raleigh, N.C. 27607. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8300, Ultrotome HI. Manufacturer: LKB 
Produkter, AB, Sweden. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used in con¬ 
nexion with the fine structure or dif¬ 
ferentiation in a malaria parasite in its 
blood and insect host. To search for ex- 
perthrythrocytic stages of the parasite, 
thick sections (2 microns) are cut, 
stained, and examined for a parasitized 
cell. When one is discovered, serial sec¬ 
tions are cut beginning with the first 
section. Exoerthrocytic forms at various 
stages of the infection will be examined 
in an effort to discover structural dif¬ 
ferences between merozoites that infect 
tissue cells and merozoites that infect 
blood cells. Application received by Com¬ 
missioner of Customs: October 17, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00235-33-46500. Ap¬ 
plicant: Sinai Hospital of Detroit, 6767 
West Outer Drive, Detroit, Mich. 48235. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8800A Ultrotome HI. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used for 
studying experimental atherosclerosis 
and ultrastructural histochemistry, as 
well as various aspects of diabetes on 
hamster, and insulin-producing tumors. 
The studies of histochemical localization 
under the electron microscope require 
the ability to cut sections from 50 
angstroms to 2 microns. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
October 21, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00237-33-11000. Ap¬ 
plicant: Vanderbilt University, Depart¬ 
ment of Pharmacology, 21st Avenue 
South, Nashville, Tenn. 37203. Article: 
Gas Chromatograph-Mass Spectrom¬ 
eter, Model LKB 9000. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
extensively in the identification of 
metabolites of drugs administered to 
humans and experimental animals. In 
addition, a major research effort will 
be devoted to development of precise 
quantitative assays of minute amount of 
drugs in man utilizing isotope derivative 
dilution techniques and achieving 
separation and isotope ratios with the 
gas chromatograph-mass spectrometer 
with the accelerating voltage alternator 
as the detector. Application received by 
Commissioner of Customs: October 21, 
1968. 

Docket No. 69-00238-33-46500. Ap¬ 
plicant: University of Cincinnati, Ket¬ 
tering Laboratory, Eden and Bethesda 
Avenues, Cincinnati, Ohio 45219. Article: 
Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 8800 Ultro¬ 
tome HE. Manufacturer: LKB Produk¬ 
ter AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used in connection 
with the subcellular localization of vari¬ 
ous constituents of the central nervous 
system, particularly those concerned 
with neurotransmission; and research 
concerned with the biological effects of 
various trace metals, both essential and 


nonessential. For these investigations it 
is necessary to prepare ultrathin sec¬ 
tions in series and equal thickness. Be¬ 
cause the thickness of the sections has 
to be altered at times it is important that 
the operator be able to do this quickly 
and easily over a range from 50 angstrom 
units to 2 microns. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Industry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Ad- 
ministration. 

(P.R. Doc. 68-14013; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 a.m.) 


TEXAS A & M UNIVERSITY ET AL. 

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the re¬ 
ceipt of applications for duty-free entry 
of scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur¬ 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Scientific Instrument Evaluation Divi¬ 
sion, Business and Defense Services Ad¬ 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967 issue 
of the Federal Register, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation 
Division, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au¬ 
thorized agent, if any, to whose applica¬ 
tion the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-00252-00-55000. Appli¬ 
cant: Texas A. & M. University, College 
Station, Tex. 77843. Article: 4 Galvanom¬ 
eters, Type A 3300, and 1 Event marker 
Attachment. Manufacturer: Sangamo 
Controls, United Kingdom. Intended use 
of article: The articles will be used as 
accessories to an existing rheogoniom- 
eter. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: October 29, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00253-33-74200. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Utah, Building 40, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84112. Article: Bed 
Scales, No. 719. Manufacturer: Alfred 
Hubscher, West Germany. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used to 
weigh patients during dialysis on the 
artificial kidney, both as a means to ob¬ 


serve weight changes in the patient and 
as a means of evaluating the effective¬ 
ness of the kidney. Treatment of the 
kidney takes 6 to 8 hours and it is im¬ 
possible to move the patient from the bed 
during that time. Yet weight changes are 
vitally important. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: October 29, 
1968. 

Docket No. 69-00254-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: Gulf Coast Research Laboratory, 
Post Office Box AG, Ocean Springs, Miss. 
39564. Article: Electron microscope. 
Model Elmiskop 1A. Manufacturer: Sie¬ 
mens AG, West Germany. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used for 
conducting a comparative histologic, his¬ 
tochemical, and electron microscopic 
study of heart tissues of invertebrates 
and vertebrates. With the goal of clarify¬ 
ing their role in membrane permeability, 
special attention is given to the struc¬ 
ture of the cell membrane and its poly¬ 
saccharide surface-coating both before 
and after physiological stress. In addi¬ 
tion to the above, the applicant antici¬ 
pates initiating research projects that 
will require either high resolution trans¬ 
mission electron microscopy, scanning 
electron microscopy, high-power electron 
probe analysis or a combination of these 
techniques. Application received by Com¬ 
missioner of Customs: October 28,1968. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[FJEt. Doc. 68-14014; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 ajn.l 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an appli¬ 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Ma¬ 
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Public 
Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regu¬ 
lations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 2433 
et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division, De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 68-00653-00-46070. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California, Berkeley 
Campus, Berkeley, Calif. 94720. Article: 
Specimen stage for Mark n scanning 
electron microscope. Manufacturer: 
Cambridge Instrument Co., Ltd., United 
Kingdom. Intended use of article: The 
article is a part of the Stereoscan n mi¬ 
croscope and is to be used for mounting 
biological specimens within the vacuum 
column for examination. Comments: No 
comments have been received with re¬ 
spect to this application. Decision: Ap¬ 
plication approved. No instrument or 
apparatus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes 
as the article is intended to be used, is 
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being manufactured in the United States. 
The foreign article is an accessory manu¬ 
factured by the supplier of the scanning 
electron microscope for which the appli¬ 
cant requested and obtained duty-free 
entry in Docket No. 68-00229-33-46040. 
The Department of Commerce knows of 
no similar accessory being manufactured 
in the United States, which is inter¬ 
changeable with the foreign article, or 
can be adapted for use with the scanning 
electron microscope with which the for¬ 
eign article is intended to be used. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In - 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14010; Piled, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 a.m.) 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6<c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Scien¬ 
tific Instrument Evaluation Division. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 

Docket No. 68-00658-01-78030. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California, Santa 
Barbara, Santa Barbara, Calif. 93106. 
Article: Infrared spectrophotometer, 

Model 225 and dry air flushing unit. 
Manufacturer: Bodenseewerk Perkin- 
Elmer and Co., GmbH, West Germany. 
Intended use of article: The article 
will be used for research in con¬ 
nection with instruction of under¬ 
graduate and graduate students in phys¬ 
ical chemistry. The program includes 
(1) experiments in molecular spectros¬ 
copy. which involve (a) taking the vibra¬ 
tion-rotation spectrum of HC1 (Hydro¬ 
gen Chloride) gas and (b) taking part 
of the pure rotational spectrum of this 
gas and resolve the isotope splitting so 
that the student may observe the rela¬ 
tion between the rotational and vibra¬ 
tional modes; (2) experiments designed 
to investigate the infrared spectrum of 
the gas phase H 3 . ion. Comments: No 
comments have been received with re¬ 
spect to this application. Decision: Ap¬ 
plication approved. No instrument or ap¬ 
paratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article, for such purposes as 
the article is intended to be used, is be¬ 
ing manufactured in the United States. 
Reasons: For the purposes for which the 
foreign article is intended to be used the 
applicant requires an instrument capable 
of operating over the wave number 
range of 5000 to 200 reciprocal centi¬ 
meter (cm* 1 ). The foreign article has the 


required capability. The most closely 
comparable domestic instrument is the 
Model IR 12 infrared spectrophotometer 
manufactured by Beckman Scientific 
Instruments <Beckman) of Fullerton, 
Calif. The Beckman Model IR 12 in¬ 
frared spectrophotometer has a^ wave 
number range of 4000 to 200 cm 1 and 
cannot cover the range 4000 to 5000 cm 1 . 

For this reason, we find that the Beck¬ 
man Model IR 12 infrared spectropho¬ 
tometer is not of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article, for such pur¬ 
poses as the article is intended to be 
used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator for In¬ 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14011; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:45 a.m.) 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND 
UNIVERSITY OF UTAH 

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur¬ 
poses for which the article is intended 
to be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Scientific Instrument Evaluation Divi¬ 
sion, Business and Defense Services Ad¬ 
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
within 20 calendar days after date on 
which this notice of application is pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Recister. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue 
of the Federal Register, prescribe the 
requirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours 
at the Scientific Instrument Evaluation 
Division, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au¬ 
thorized agent, if any, to whose appli¬ 
cation the comment pertains; and the 
comment filed with the Director must 
certify that such copy has been mailed 
or delivered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-00239-01-14200. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California. Lawrence 
Radiation Laboratory, 7000 East Avenue, 


Livermore, Calif. 94550. Article: Image 
analyzing computer, Model QTM 29-000. 
Manufacturer: Metals Research, Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for quantitatively 
analyzing photographs, negatives and 
bulk specimens, providing instantaneous 
readout of features being studied in an 
unlimited variety of substances, reveal¬ 
ing specific percentage areas of inclu¬ 
sion, grains and particles with size, 
shape, and distribution definition. Appli¬ 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: October 21, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00240-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California, Berkeley 
Campus, Berkeley, Calif. 94720. Article: 
Electron microscope. Model Elmiskop 
101. Manufacturer: Siemens AG. West 
Germany. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used for the following 
projects: 

1. Effect on cardio-pulmonary lipid 
structure of exposure to No,, or other air 
pollutants. 

2. Cholesterol injury in guinea pigs. 

3. Biosynthesis of mitochondrial com¬ 
ponents of human cells in tissue culture. 

4. Investigations of the dimensions of 
lipid molecules arranged in layers or 
membranes. 

5. Lipid composition of liver mito¬ 
chondria in relation to dietary lipid 
intake. 

6. Liver ultrastructure in ethionine- 
treated rats. 

7. Ascorbic acid and bone formation. 

8. Electron microscopy research with 
the microannelid, Enchytraeus fragmen - 
tosus. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: October 21, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00241-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Utah, Building 40, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84112. Article: Elec¬ 
tron microscope, Model HU-1 IE. Manu¬ 
facturer: Hitachi, Japan. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used for 
research on the ultrastructure of the 
nervous system. The projects include: 

(a) Development and comparative 
morphology of synaptic membranes. 

(b) Axonal regeneration in the cen¬ 
tral nervous system. 

(c) Dendro-dendritic contacts in am¬ 
phibian spinal cord. 

(<D Distribution and fate of metal 
ions electrophoretically ejected from 
intracellular micropipettes in nerve 
cells. 

(e) Morphology of the carotid body. 

(f) Changes in cortical nerve cells oc¬ 
curring in the course of maturation and 
as a result of high levels of synaptic 
input. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: October 21, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00243-33-54500. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California, San 
Francisco Medical Center, Parnassus 
Avenue at Arguello. San Francisco, 
Calif. 94122. Article: Photo Slit Lamp, 
Model 900. Manufacturer: Haig-Streit 
AG, Switzerland. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used in conjunction 
with a Zeiss photocoagulator for treating 
retinal lesions by photocoagulation 
through the contact lens. Without this 
instrument, it is impossible to coagulate 
with the contact lens and allow further 
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observation into the retina peripherally. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: October 22, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00244-77-88600. Appli¬ 
cant: University of California, Lawrence 
Radiation Laboratory, East End of 
Hearst Avenue, Berkeley, Calif. 94720. 
Article: Lead Glass Window Assemblies. 
Manufacturer: Schott Optical Glass Inc., 
West Germany. Intended use of article: 
The article will be used for viewing 
radio-active specimens in Berkeley Boxes 
(radio-active sealed lead-lined glove 
boxes developed at the Lawrence Radia¬ 
tion Laboratory). This requires a lead 
shielding glass in which approximately 
1 inch of glass is equal to one-half inch 
of lead. Glass must be free from visual 
distortion or waviness, with maximum 
light transmission, and allow one color 
to be distinguished from another. Appli¬ 
cation received by Commissioner of 
Customs: October 22, 1968. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Assistant Administrator lor In- 
dustry Operations , Business 
and Defense Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14012; Filed, Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:45 a.m.l 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

AMMONIUM SULFATE INJECTION 

Drugs for Human Use, Drug Efficacy 
Study Implementation 

The Food and Drug Administration 
has evaluated a report received from the 
National Academy of Sciences—National 
Research Council, Drug Efficacy Study 
Group, on the following preparation: 
Ammonium sulfate marketed as Am- 
mozyl injection (7.5 milligrams per milli¬ 
liter) by High Chemical Co., 1760 North 
Howard Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19122 
(NDA 4-664). 

The Academy evaluated this drug as 
ineffective in the treatment of any of the 
pain syndromes listed in the labeling or 
in any other pain syndrome. The Food 
and Drug Administration concurs that 
there is a lack of substantial evidence 
that the drug is effective for any of the 
claims made in its labeling. Accordingly, 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs in¬ 
tends to initiate proceedings to withdraw 
approval of the new-drug application for 
tills drug. Other new-drug applications 
deemed approved for ammonium sulfate 
injection shall be similarly affected. 

Prior to initiating such action, how¬ 
ever, the Commissioner invites the 
holders of new-drug applications for this 
drug and any interested person who may 
be adversely affected by removal of this 
drug from the market to submit any per¬ 
tinent data bearing on the proposal 
within 30 days following the date of pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 


This announcement of the proposed 
action and implementation of the NAS- 
NRC report for this drug is made to give 
notice to persons who might be adversely 
affected by withdrawal of this drug from 
the market. Promulgation of an order 
withdrawing approval of the new-drug 
applications will cause any such drug on 
the market to be a new drug for which 
an approved new-drug application is not 
in effect and will make it subject to regu¬ 
latory action. 

The above-named holder of the new- 
drug application for this drug has been 
mailed a copy of the NAS-NRC report. 
Any interested person may obtain a copy 
of the NAS-NRC report on ammonium 
sulfate injection by a request to the of¬ 
fice named below. 

Communications forwarded in re¬ 
sponse to this announcement should be 
directed to the following appropriate of¬ 
fice and addressed to the Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C Street SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20204: 

Requests for NAS-NRC report: Press Rela¬ 
tions Office (CE-300). 

Comments or data regarding this an¬ 
nouncement: Special Assistant for Drug Ef¬ 
ficacy Study Implementation, Bureau of 
Medicine (MD-16). 

This notice is issued pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (secs. 502, 505, 52 Stat. 
1050-53, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 352, 355) 
and under authority delegated to the 
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 

Dated: November 8, 1968. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Associate Commissioner 
• for Compliance . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14041; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:47 a.m.l 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS HOARD 

I Docket No. 20040; Order 68-11-651 

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC. 

Order Regarding Certificate of Public 

Convenience and Necessity 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 15th day of November 1968. 

On July 17, 1968, Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc., filed an application pursuant to 
Subpart M of the rules of practice for 
removal or modification of condition 5(b) 
of its certificate for Route 97 so as to 
permit nonstop service between Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., and Chicago, HI. 1 * 

Answers in support of Allegheny’s ap¬ 
plication were filed by: City of Mansfield, 
Ohio; Harrisburg Area Chamber of Com¬ 
merce; County of Allegheny, Pa.; Allen- 
town-Bethlehem-Easton; Mercer Coun¬ 
ty; city of Trenton and the Chamber of 
Commerce of Trenton, N.J.; State of 
Rhode Island; the Pennsylvania Aero¬ 


1 The Board did not take action to sum¬ 
marily dismiss the application within the 

10-day period set forth in § 302.1305(a) and 
consequently the provisions of Subpart M 

became automatically applicable. 


nautics Commission; and the Wilkes- 
Barre/Scranton Airport. 

Answers were received from Trans 
World Airlines, Inc., and United Air 
Lines, Inc., requesting dismissal of the 
application. Allegheny filed a consoli¬ 
dated reply to both answers. 

Motions to consolidate competing ap¬ 
plications 3 for Pittsburgh-Chicago non¬ 
stop authority were filed by Northwest 
Airlines, Inc., and Mohawk Airlines, Inc. 
Northwest also requests modification of 
condition 4 of its certificate for route 3 
to the extent necessary to permit services 
over the Pittsburgh-Chicago segment to 
operate beyond Chicago without origi¬ 
nating or terminating at a point other 
than Pittsburgh. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing 
pleadings and all the relevant facts, the 
Board has determined that there is a 
sufficient basis for setting Allegheny’s 
application for hearing. We will also 
grant the motions to consolidate of Mo¬ 
hawk and Northwest. Northwest’s condi¬ 
tion (4) will therefore be in issue to the 
limited extent requested. 

Accordingly , it is ordered. That: 

1. The application of Allegheny Air¬ 
lines, Inc., in Docket 20040, be and it 
hereby is set down for hearing before an 
examiner of the Board at a time and 
place hereafter designated; and 

2. Motions consolidating the applica¬ 
tions of Mohawk in Docket 20137 and 
Northwest in Docket 20136 be and hereby 
are granted insofar as the applications 
conform to the scope of the issues in 
Docket 20040. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14031; Filed Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:46 a.m.J 

[Docket No. 20334; Order 68-11-64] 

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC. 

Order Providing for Further 
Proceedings 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C., 
on the 15th day of November 1968. 

On October 7, 1968, Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc. (Allegheny), filed an application 
pursuant to Subpart M of Part 302 of the 
Board’s procedural regulations request¬ 
ing an amendment of its certificate of 
public convenience and necessity for 
Route 97 to permit nonstop service, with¬ 
out subsidy eligibility, between St. Louis 
and Columbus, St. Louis and Dayton, and 
St. Louis and Pittsburgh. Allegheny is 
authorized to serve St. Louis on segment 
16, Columbus on segments 10(a), 11, and 
14, Dayton on segments 10(a), 11. and 
14, and Pittsburgh on segments 1, 3, 4, 7, 
9(b) (i). 12, 13, and 14(a). 

Trans World Airlines, Inc., has filed a 
statement requesting that the Board dis¬ 
miss Allegheny’s application. 


* Northwest in Docket 20136; Mohawk in 
Docket 20137. 
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Upon consideration of the foregoing, 
we do not find that Allegheny’s applica¬ 
tion is not in compliance with, or is in¬ 
appropriate for processing under, the 
provisions of Subpart M. Accordingly, we 
order further proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of Subpart M, §§ 302.1306- 
302.1310, with respect to Allegheny’s ap¬ 
plication. 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 

1. That the application of Allegheny 
Airlines, Inc., in Docket 20334, be and it 
hereby is set for further proceedings pur¬ 
suant to Rules 1306-1310 of the Board’s 
procedural regulations; and 

2. That this order shall be served upon 
all parties served by Allegheny in its ap¬ 
plication. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal! Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 68-14032; Piled. Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 174361 

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES ROUTE 97 
INVESTIGATION 

Notice of Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that oral argument in 
the above-entitled matter is assigned to 
be held on December 4, 1968, at 10 a.m., 
e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., before the Board. 

Dated at. Washington, D C., November 
18, 1968. 

[seal] Thomas L. Wrenn, 

Chief Examiner. 

[P.R. Doc. 68-14033; Piled. Nov. 21. 1968; 

8:47 a.m.) 


[Docket No. 20211] 

KUEHNE & NAGEL AIR FREIGHT, INC. 

Notice of Postponement of Prehearing 
Conference 

Pursuant to the request of Counsel for 
Kuehne and Nagel, to which request Bu¬ 
reau Counsel does not object, the pre- 
hearing conference presently scheduled 
to be held on November 25, 1968, is here¬ 
by postponed to November 26, 1968, at 
10 a.m. 

The prehearing conference will be in 
Room 1027, Universal Budding, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C., before the undersigned. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., November 
18,1968. 

Cseal] E. Robert Seaver, 

Hearing Examiner . 

IF.R. Doc. 68-14034; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 181041 

ADDITIONAL SERVICE TO SAN DIEGO 

Notice of Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that a prehear¬ 
ing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on Decem¬ 
ber 12, 1968, at 10 a.m. (e.s.t.) in Room 
1027, Universal Building, 1825 Connecti¬ 
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., be¬ 
fore Examiner Hyman Goldberg. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., November 
18.1968. 

[seal] Thomas L. Wrenn, 

Chief Examiner. 

| P.R. Doc. 68-14035; Piled, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:47 a.m.) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. 18264, 18265; PCC 68R-475J 

DEARBORN COUNTY BROADCASTERS 
AND GREPCO, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 

In re applications of John W. Schuler, 
trading as Dearborn County Broad¬ 
casters, Aurora, Ind., Docket No. 18264, 
File No. BPH-6125; Grepco, Inc., Aurora, 
Ind., Docket No. 18265, File No. BPH- 
6235; for construction permits. 

1. This proceeding involves the appli¬ 
cations of John W. Schuler, trading as 
Dearborn County Broadcasters (Dear¬ 
born) and Grepco, Inc. (Grepco), for 
authorization to construct a new FM 
broadcast station in Aurora, Ind. By 
Order, 33 F.R. 2264, published August 15, 
1968, the mutually exclusive applica¬ 
tions were designated for hearing. Pres¬ 
ently before the Board is a motion to 
enlarge issues, 1 * * * * * * * filed August 30, 1968, by 
Grepco, seeking, with respect to Dear¬ 
born, enlargement as follows: (1) To 
determine the construction costs of the 


1 Other pleadings before the Board for con¬ 
sideration are: (a) Broadcast Bureau's com¬ 
ments. filed Sept. 23. 1968; (b) opposition, 
filed Sept. 23, 1968, by Dearborn; and (c) 

reply, filed Oct. 8, 1968. by Grepco. The 
Broadcast Bureau has submitted the follow¬ 

ing additional pleadings: (a) Broadcast 

Bureau’s Petition Requesting Acceptance of 
Supplementary Comments, filed Oct. 18, 1968, 

and (b) Broadcast Bureau’s Supplementary 

Comments on Petition to Enlarge Issues, filed 
Oct. 18, 1968. A reply to the Bureau’s supple¬ 
mentary comments was filed Nov. 6, 1968, by 
Dearborn and supplementary comments and 
a request to accept them were filed by Grepco 
on Nov. 12. 1968. The additional pleadings 
call the Board’s attention to a financial 
amendment filed by Dearborn on Oct. 9, 1968. 
which was granted by Memorandum Opinion 

and Order. PCC 68M-1464. released Oct. 30. 

1968. As indicated herein, the Board has con¬ 
sidered the amendment and finds that it has 
no substantial effect on our disposition of 

the subject petition. We will accept the sup¬ 
plementary pleadings, but, since they have 
no effect on our disposition, to await filing 
of further responsive pleadings would merely 
delay action and serve no useful purpose. 


proposed FM station and whether the 
facility can be built for the estimated 
sums; (2) to determine the basis for 
operating costs during the first year of 
operation, the likely extent of first year 
operating costs and whether the appli¬ 
cant will be able to effectuate program 
proposals; (3) to determine the facts and 
circumstances surrounding the loan 
from the First National Bank of Liv¬ 
ingstone. Tenn., the status and availa¬ 
bility for security of the farm allegedly 
owned by John W. Schuler, and the ex¬ 
tent of interests of other parties in the 
application and loan; (4) to determine 
if Dearborn has failed to disclose mate¬ 
rial facts or has displayed a disqualify¬ 
ing lack of candor; and (5) to determine 
if Dearborn is legally and financially 
qualified to construct and operate the 
proposed FM station. 

Estimated costs of construction. 2. In 
section m of its application Dearborn 
estimates $11,500 for construction costs 
and $18,000 for first year’s operating 
costs. 9 To meet this requirement Dear¬ 
born is relying on a $30,000 line of credit 
from the First National Bank of Living¬ 
stone, Tenn., a $6,000 loan from the First 
National Bank of Aurora, Ind., and the 
personal assets of John W. Schuler. The 
balance sheet submitted with the appli¬ 
cation reflects that Schuler has $6,519.98 
in current and liquid assets in excess of 
current liabilities. Grepco first alleges 
that Dearborn will be unable to construct 
its proposed station for $11,500, as esti¬ 
mated in its application. An affidavit of 
William C. King, Jr., petitioner’s consult¬ 
ing engineer, estimates that the mini¬ 
mum construction cost for used equip¬ 
ment (proposed by Dearborn) would 
total $12,050.* In addition to this sum. 
petitioner avers, the initial cost would 
include legal and engineering fees, furni¬ 
ture and fixtures, equipment installation 
and shipping. Grepco alleges that Dear¬ 
born has not shown that used equipment 
is available or can be made capable of 
implementation. More specifically, peti¬ 
tioner states, that the transmitter is an 
“old type” and Dearborn has presented 
no basis upon which it can be determined 
if it can be used for proposed remote 


3 Dearborn’s Oct. 9. 1968, amendment was 
accepted by the Examiner in an order (FCC 
68M-1464) released Oct. 30, 1968. The amend¬ 
ment increases this applicant’s estimate of 
first year’s operating costs to $27,000. In addi¬ 
tion the amendment includes statements of 
intent to advertise from various local 
businessmen. 

3 This engineering statement submitted by 
Grepco provides an estimated breakdown for 


used equipment as follows: 

Transmitter_$ 3 , 000 

Antenna _ 1 , 500 

Transmission line_ 150 

Tower, including foundatidns, 
erection and painting FM 
antenna and line installa¬ 
tion _ 2 ,000 

Monitors _ 500 

Remote control equipment_ 900 

Prefabricated transmitter 

building _ 1 , 000 

Studio equipment_ 3,000 


Total _12,050 
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operation, and probable modification 
would increase initial expenditures. 
Dearborn, in opposition, submits a break¬ 
down of estimated construction costs 
which totals $11,500. * * * 4 * Dearborn also sub¬ 
mits an affidavit from its consulting 
engineer who states that such equipment 
is available; that the quoted prices in¬ 
clude all installation costs; and that the 
equipment and installation will meet the 
Commission’s standards of good engi¬ 
neering practice. 

3. Sufficient uncertainty exists about 
the adequacy of Dearborn’s estimated 
construction costs to warrant further in¬ 
quiry. Aside from the fact that a com¬ 
parison of the two applicants* estimates 
shows that Dearborn’s estimate is ap¬ 
proximately $4,050 less than Grepco’s 
for equivalent equipment, Dearborn’s 
estimate makes no provision for legal fees 
or preoperating costs. Moreover, Dear- 
boni does not respond with sufficient 
specificity to Grepco’s allegations that 
modifications and resultant expenses will 
In all likelihood be necessary. Dearborn 
has made no attempt to establish that 
modifications will not be necessary, or, in 
the alternative, that needed modifica¬ 
tions can be made without incurring ad¬ 
ditional expenses. In view of the defi¬ 
ciencies in Dearborn’s proposal, a sub¬ 
stantial question has been raised about 
Dearborn’s costs of construction. 

First year costs of operation. 4. Grepco 
alleges that deficiencies in Dearborn’s 
application raise uncertainty as to 
whether or not Dearborn has correctly 
estimated its first year’s operating costs. 
In support of this allegation, Grepco fur¬ 
nishes an affidavit by Charles R. Plum¬ 
mer. a principal of the applicant who is 
an experienced broadcaster, in which the 
affiant estimates that the entire operat¬ 
ing costs of Dearborn ($18,000) would be 
consumed by salaries 6 for its proposed 
staff of five persons. In addition, peti¬ 
tioner notes that Dearborn has not allo¬ 
cated sums for utilities, insurance, or 
salary for a salesman. In opposition, 
Dearborn submits a breakdown of first 
year’s operation costs, which purports to 
make all necessary provision for the 
items specified as omitted by Grepco.* 
Dearborn states that Mr. Schuler pro¬ 
poses to act as manager—news director— 
engineer and his wife (as secretary) 


• The following is a proposal submitted to 
Dearborn by J. A. Cunningham, consulting 


engineer: 

Transmitter-$2. 500 

Antenna system including 
towers, antenna, and trans¬ 
mission line_ 2,100 

Frequency and modulation 

monitors_ 900 

Studio equipment, micro¬ 
phones, transcription equip¬ 
ment and remote control 

equipment_ 2, 100 

Transmitter building (to be 

leased)_ 400 

Remodeling studios_ 1,250 

Office equipment and non¬ 
technical equipment_ 1,250 

Engineering_ 1,000 


Total cost of equipment 
and installation_11, 500 


without salary; that their estimated In¬ 
come ($9,000) from Mr. Schuler’s bulk 
oil products plant and service station is 
adequate for family expenses; and that 
Mr. Schuler intends to secure the neces¬ 
sary engineering license to fulfill the 
Commission’s First Class Operator li¬ 
cense requirement for operation of the 
proposed station. 

5. The Dearborn miscellaneous alloca¬ 
tion, which provides for maintenance 
and interest, is attacked in the reply as 
being inadequate to cover first year loan 
repayments by $4100. Grepco submits 
that it would be impossible for John 
Schuler to adequately perform the func¬ 
tions of general manager, chief engineer 
and news director. Moreover, Grepco 
avers. Dearborn has not shown that Mr. 
Schuler can qualify for a first class engi¬ 
neer’s license or hire the services of a 
salesman on other than a salary basis. 
Grepco further submits that Dearborn 
has not shown that Mr. Schuler will not 
have to accept a salary from the broad¬ 
cast station. 

6. The Review Board is unable to as¬ 
certain Dearborn’s first year operating 
expenses with certainty. Dearborn has 
failed to show that additional personnel 
expenses, i.e., engineer’s salary, sales¬ 
man’s salary and a possible salary for 
Mr. Schuler, will not be necessary. 7 More¬ 
over the Dearborn estimate for mis¬ 
cellaneous expenses is not sufficient to 
cover loan payments during the first 
year of operation. Finally, despite the 


* The following Is given by Grepco as Dear¬ 
born’s minimum personnel expenses: 


Two announcers_$9, 360 

Secretary _ 3,380 

One combination: salesman- 
engineer, newsman-engineer, 
or announcer-engineer_ 5, 980 


Total_18. 720 

•The following is a breakdown of esti¬ 
mated first year operating costs by Dearborn: 

Rent _$1,200 

Wire service- 2,300 

Phone and remote lines_ 1, 000 

Music license fees_ 900 

Office supplies_ 400 

Utilities_ 400 

Miscellaneous, including main¬ 
tenance. Interest, etc_ 3, 480 

Manager-news director-engi¬ 
neer _ (■) 

Secretary_ (■) 

Announcers (two)_ 8,320 

Salesmen _ ( b ) 


Total _18,000 

• No salary. 

b Commission on sales. 


7 The Broadcast Bureau, in its comments, 
points out that although Schuler proposed to 
maintain his income based, in part, on sub¬ 

leasing his service station, Dearborn’s 
amendment reflects that this cannot be 
done, and that he will promote one of his 
employees and hire additional help instead. 
The effect of this change on Schuler’s in¬ 
come cannot, on the basis of the pleadings, 
be determined. In Dearborn’s reply to the 
Broadcast Bureau’s supplementary com¬ 
ments the applicant submits an exhibit at¬ 
tempting to show that John Schuler can 
depend upon a $9,000 family income. How¬ 
ever, this submission doesn’t resolve all the 
questions raised by the Bureau. 


fact that Dearborn attempted, in Its op¬ 
position pleading herein, to substantiate 
its $18,000 estimate, it has amended its 
application to reflect a $27,000 estimate. 8 
In view of these unexplained deficiencies 
and inconsistencies, the Board finds that 
the financial inquiry should encompass 
Dearborn’s first year operating expenses. 

Staff adequacy . 7. Grepco also requests 
an adequacy of staff issue. This request 
is based on the same allegations pre¬ 
sented under the operating costs issue, 
plus the allegation (supported by the 
affidavit of Plummer) that Mr. Schuler 
cannot do an adequate job of three im¬ 
portant positions, and cannot effectuate 
the proposed program plans. 

8. Although this issue was first specifi¬ 
cally requested in Grepco’s reply, the 
petition does include a request for an 
issue to determine whether Grepco can 
effectuate its program proposals, and the 
deficiencies relied upon were not fully 
defined until set forth in Dearborn’s op¬ 
position. In our view, the allegations 
raise substantial questions as to whether 
additional personnel and/or salaries will 
be necessary. An issue to explore this 
matter will therefore be specified. 

$30,000 Bank loan. 9. Grepco points 
out that Dearborn is relying on a $30,000 
line of credit from the First National 
Bank of Livingstone, Tenn., and alleges 
that question exists as to the adequacy 
of the proposed security, l.e., mortgages 
on equipment and certain real property. 
Specifically, Grepco questions whether 
the bank is aware of the “antique” 
vintage of the equipment and the true 
ownership of the property. 0 Grepco notes 
that Mr. Schuler stated in the balance 
sheet submitted in the application to the 
Commission, that he was the owner of 
the real property to be used as security 
and alleges that this assertion, if false, 
is tantamount to a failure to disclose 
material facts or a display of a dis¬ 
qualifying lack of candor. The First Na¬ 
tional Bank requires, as a condition of 
the loan, “personal endorsement by all 
interested parties.'* This requirement 
plus the facts that Dearborn is negotiat¬ 
ing the loan in the city where its con¬ 
sulting engineer resides and that the 
engineer helped to prepare certain parts 
of Dearborn's application leads Grepco 
to conclude that an issue is warranted 
regarding undisclosed principals in 
interest. 

10. In its opposition. Dearborn con¬ 
cedes that the property in question be¬ 
longs to his mother, Mrs. Nellie Schuler. 
Attached to the opposition is Mrs. 
Schuler’s affidavit stating that she in¬ 
tends to deed the property to her son in 
the event that his application is 


•Dearborn supplied an itemization of its 
amended estimate for costs of operation in a 
supplemental pleading. This itemization is 
deficient because Dearborn has not provided 
an amount for repayment of principal of its 
loan. 

® Dearborn submits an affidavit from an 
individual who states that he examined the 
property records at Lawrenceburg, Ind., and 
that this examination failed to disclose any 
record of real property in the name of John 
Schuler. 
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granted. 10 This arrangement, it is alleged, 
was understood prior to the submission 
of Dearborn's application. Dearborn ad¬ 
mits that the disclosure about title 
should have been made, but submits that 
the omission does not amount to mis¬ 
representation; that the balance sheet 
was prepared without the benefit of 
counsel; that the condition required by 
the bank is merely standard language. 
Dearborn’s engineer, in his affidavit, 
denied that he was paid or promised 
any consideration other than that re¬ 
flected in the application. 

11. The Review Board is of the View 
that petitioner’s allegations do not war¬ 
rant the addition of an issue inquiring 
into the loan from the First National 
Bank. Petitioner has submitted no facts 
which would indicate that the loan is 
not the result of an arms length business 
transaction and the pleadings reflect 
that Schuler can provide the necessary 
security. 11 Nor does the Board And an 
adequate basis for the addition of a 
misrepresentation issue. The question of 
title has been clarified. Thus, while 
Schuler’s representation that he owned 
the real property was not accurate, it is 
clear that the property is available, as 
represented, and we have no reason to 
doubt the veracity of Schuler’s sworn 
statement that he did not intend to de¬ 
ceive the Commission as to the true facts. 
Finally, Grepco has not submitted suffi¬ 
cient specific allegations in accord with 
§ 1.229(c) to warrant an issue regarding 
undisclosed principals. The facts that 
Dearborn’s engineer helped to prepare 
its application, that Dearborn’s bank 
letter of commitment requires endorse¬ 
ment by all interested parties, and that 
Dearborn’s engineer lives in the commu¬ 
nity where the bank is located do not, 
in our view, raise a substantial question 
as to whether the engineer is a real party 
in interest, and the sworn statement 
from the engineer that he is to receive 
no consideration other than that spec¬ 
ified in the application is adequate to 
resolve all doubts in this regard. Thus, 
Grepco’s request is based on speculation 
and surmise, and its conclusions ap¬ 
pear to be no more than unsupported 
suspicions. 

12. Accordingly, it is ordered, That 
the Broadcast Bureau’s petition request¬ 
ing acceptance of supplementary com¬ 
ments, filed October 18, 1968, and the 
petition for leave to file additional com¬ 
ments or for other relief, filed November 
12, 1968, by Grepco, Inc., are granted; 
that the petition to enlarge issues, filed 
August 30, 1968, by Grepco, Inc., is 
granted to the extent indicated below, 
and is denied in all other respects; and 


10 Included in Dearborn’s Oct. 9, 1968 

amendment is another affidavit from Mrs. 
Schuler, wherein she states that although 
the property is now subject to a first mort¬ 
gage, she has sufficient funds to pay off that 
mortgage. 

n In a supplementary pleading Dearborn 
submits a letter from the First National 
Bank of Livingstone which states that John 
Schuler has established a line of credit with 
the bank and that a first mortgage will be 
placed on property presently owned by Nellie 
Schuler. 


that issues in this proceeding are en¬ 
larged by the addition of the following 
issues: 

(1) To determine as to Dearborn 
County Broadcasters, the basis of its (1) 
estimated construction costs, and (2) 
its estimated operating expenses of the 
first year of operation. 

(2) To determine whether Dearborn 
County Broadcasters has available to it 
funds in excess of the $30,000 already 
shown to be available if such additional 
funds are necessary. 

(3) To determine, in the event that 
Dearborn County Broadcasters will de¬ 
pend upon operating revenues to meet 
costs and first year operating expenses, 
the basis of its estimated revenues for 
the first year of operation, whether such 
estimate Is reasonable, and the extent 
to which net operating revenues may be 
relied upon to yield necessary funds for 
the initial construction and first year 
operating costs. 

(4) To determine on the basis of the 
evidence adduced under the aforesaid 
issues, whether Dearborn County Broad¬ 
casters is financially qualified. 

(5) To determine whether the staff 
proposed by Dearborn County Broad¬ 
casters is adequate to effectuate its 
proposal. 

13. It is further ordered , That the bur¬ 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence and burden of proof under 
the issues added herein shall be upon 
Dearborn County Broadcasters. 

Adopted: November 15, 1968. 

Released: November 18. 1968. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, , a 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14046; Filed. Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.J 

[Report 414] 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 1 

Domestic Public Radio Services Appli¬ 
cations Accepted for Filing 2 3 

November 18, 1968. 

Pursuant to §§ 1.227(b)(3) and 21.26 
(b) of the Commission’s rules, an appli- 

u Review Board Member Pincock absent. 


cation, In order to be considered with any 
domestic public radio services applica¬ 
tion appearing on the attached list, must 
be substantially complete and tendered 
for filing by whichever date is earlier: 
(a) The close of business 1 business day 
preceding the day on which the Com¬ 
mission takes action on the previously 
filed application; or (b) Within 60 days 
after the date of the public notice list¬ 
ing the first prior filed application (with 
which subsequent applications are in con¬ 
flict) as having been accepted for filing. 
An application which is subsequently 
amended by a major change will be con¬ 
sidered to be a newly filed application. It 
is to be noted that the cutoff dates are 
set forth in the alternative—applications 
will be entitled to consideration with 
those listed in the appendix if filed by 
the end of the 60-day period, only if the 
Commission has not acted upon the ap¬ 
plication by that time pursuant to the 
first alternative earlier date. The mu¬ 
tual exclusivity rights of a new applica¬ 
tion are governed by the earliest action 
with respect to any one of the earlier 
filed conflicting applications. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings pursuant to 
section 309 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, concerning any 
domestic public radio services application 
accepted for filing, is directed to § 21.27 
of the Commission’s rules for provisions 
governing the time for filing and other 
requirements relating to such pleadings. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 


1 All applications listed In the appendix are 
subject to further consideration and review 
and may be returned and/or dismissed if not 

found to be in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, regulations, and other require¬ 
ments. 

3 The above alternative cutoff rules apply 
to those applications listed In the appendix 
as having been accepted in Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio. Rural Radio, Point-to- 
Point Microwave Radio, and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 


Appendix 

Applications Accepted For Filing 
DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 

File No., applicant, callsign, and nature of application 

2739-C2-P-69—Northern State Power Co.; (KAH666); C.P. to relocate facilities from 
3,500 feet north of centerline of U.S. Highway No. 52 bypass on extension of 13th Avenue 
SE.. Minot. N. Dak., to 16th Avenue and 18th Street SW., Minot, N. Dak., operating on base 
frequency 152.63 MHz. 

2741- C2-P-69—Gabriel Communications Corp., doing business as Boca Mobilphone: (New); 
C.P. for a new one-way signaling station to be located at 303 Northwest First Avenue. 
Bocoa Raton, Fla., to operate on base frequency 152.24 MHz. 

2742- C2-P-69—Gabriel Communications Corp., doing business as Boca Mobilphone; (New); 
C.P. for a new one-way station to be located Northwest 21st Street and Northwest 26tli 
Avenue. Fort Lauderdale. Fla., to operate on base frequency 158.70 MHz. 

2743- C2-P-69—Intrastate Radio Telephone, Inc., of San Francisco; (New); C.P. for a new 
one-way signaling station. Base frequencies: 152.24 and 158.70 MHz at location No. 1: 
Wells Fargo Building, 44 Montgomery Street. San Francisco, Calif.; location No. 2: San 
Bruno Peak, near South San Francisco, Calif., and location No. 3; 5170 Grizzly Peak 
Boulevard, Oakland Hills, Calif. 


No. 228-6 
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CORRECTION 

2230-C1-ML-69—West Texas Microwave Co.; (KLR75); Correct Location of station to 
read Abilene, Tex., not Davis Ranch, Tex. All other particulars to remain as reported on 
public notice dated Nov. 12, 1968, Report No. 412, page No. 9. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14047; Filed, Nov. 21,1968; 8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make 
Noncareer Executive Assignment 

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv¬ 
ice Rule IX (5 CPR 9.20), the Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission authorizes the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice to fill by noncareer 
executive assignment in the excepted 
service the position of Chief, General 
Litigation Section, Antitrust Division. 

United States Civil Service 
Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to the 
Commissioner. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14038; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

DOMINION BANKSHARES CORP. 

Order Approving Application Under 
Bank Holding Company Act 

In the matter of the application of Do¬ 
minion Bankshares Corp., Roanoke, Va., 
for approval of acquisition of 80 percent 
or more of the voting shares of the First 
National Bank of Norfolk, Norfolk, Va. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)), and § 222.- 
3(a) of Federal Reserve Regulation Y (12 
CFR 222.3(a)), an application by Do¬ 
minion Bankshares Corp., Roanoke, Va., 
a registered bank holding company, for 
the Board’s prior approval of the acquisi¬ 
tion of 80 percent or more of the voting 
shares of the First National Bank of 
Norfolk, Norfolk, Va. 

As required by section 3(b) of the 
Act, the Board notified the Comptroller 
of the Currency of the application and 
requested his views and recommendation. 
The Comptroller recommended approval 
of the application. 

Notice of receipt of the application was 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 7, 1968 (33 F.R. 11190), provid¬ 
ing an opportunity for interested persons 
to submit comments and views with re¬ 
spect to the proposed transaction. A copy 
of the application was forwarded to the 
U.S. Department of Justice for its consid¬ 
eration. Time for filing comments and 
views has expired and all those received 
have been considered by the Board. 

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s statement 1 of 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank of Richmond. 


this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved, provided that the 
application so approved shall not be con¬ 
summated (a) before the 30th calendar 
day following the date of this order or 
(b) later than 3 months after the date 
of this order unless such period is ex¬ 
tended for good cause by the Board or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Rich¬ 
mond pursuant to delegated authority. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of November 1968. 

By order of the Board of Governors.* 

[seal] Robert P. Forrestal, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 68-14022; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:46 a.m.] 


SOUTHEAST BANCORPORATION, INC. 

Notice of Application for Approval of 
Acquisition of Shares of Bank 

Notice is hereby given that application 
has been made to the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System pursuant 
to section 3(a) of the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)), by 
Southeast Bancorporation, Inc., which is 
a bank holding company located in 
Miami, Fla., for the prior approval of the 
Board of the acquisition by Applicant of 
80 percent or more of the voting shares of 
Everglades Bank and Trust Co., Fort 
Lauderdale, Fla. 

Section 3(c) of the Act provides that 
the Board shall not approve (1) any ac¬ 
quisition or merger or consolidation 
under this section which would result in 
a monopoly, or which would be in fur¬ 
therance of any combination or con¬ 
spiracy to monopolize or to attempt to 
monopolize the business of banking in 
any part of the United States, or (2) any 
other proposed acquisition or merger or 
consolidation under this section whose 
effect in any section of the country may 
be substantially to lessen competition, 
or to tend to create a monopoly, or which 
in any other manner would be in re¬ 
straint of trade, unless it finds that the 
anticompetitive effects of the proposed 
transaction are clearly outweighed in the 
public Interest by the probable effect of 
the transaction in meeting the conven¬ 
ience and needs of the community to be 
served. 

Section 3(c) further provides that, in 
every case, the Board shall take into con¬ 
sideration the financial and managerial 
resources and future prospects of the 
company or companies and the banks 
concerned, and the convenience and 
needs of the community to be served. 


2 Voting for this action: Chairman Martin 
and Governors Robertson, Mitchell, Daane, 
Maisel, and Brimmer. Absent and not voting: 
Governor Sherrill. 


Not later than thirty (30) days after 
the publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register, comments and views 
regarding the proposed acquisition may 
be filed with the Board. Communications 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551. 
The application may be inspected at the 
office of the Board of Governors or the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of November 1968. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 

[seal] Robert P. Forrestal, 
Assistant Secretary. 

I F.R. Doc. 68-14023; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:46 a.mj 


FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES BOARD 

HONOLULU, HAWAII 

Application for Foreign-Trade Sub¬ 
zone; Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that an appli¬ 
cation has been made to the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board by the State of 
Hawaii for the privilege of establishing, 
operating, and maintaining a foreign- 
trade subzone at Honolulu, Ewa, Oahu, 
Hawaii, within Customs District No. 32 of 
the United States, pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Foreign-Trade Zones Act 
of 1934, as amended (48 Stat. 998-1003; 
19 U.S.C. 81a-81u). 

The Acting Executive Secretary of the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, pursuant to 
Board Regulations, 1 has designated Mil- 
ton A. Berger, Deputy Director, Office of 
Commercial and Financial Policy, Bu¬ 
reau of International Commerce, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, as Examiner 
to investigate the application and ac¬ 
companying exhibits for compliance with 
§§ 400.600-400.608 of said regulations; 
and said application having been found 
to be in order, the Acting Executive Sec¬ 
retary has appointed as an Examiners 
Committee said Milton A. Berger, Chair¬ 
man; Doctor Ernest I. Mural, District 
Director of Customs; and Colonel John 
A. Hughes, Jr., U.S. Army District Engi¬ 
neer, Honolulu, in whose districts the 
proposed subzone is to be located, to con¬ 
duct a thorough investigation of the ap¬ 
plication and report thereon to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act and Board 
regulations, that a public hearing on the 
application will be held by the Examiners 
Committee beginning at 10 a.m., local 
time, Thursday, December 12, 1968, at 
the U.S. District Court, Federal Building. 
Richards and Merchant Streets, Hono¬ 
lulu, Hawaii. 

A copy of the application and accom¬ 
panying exhibits is available for public 
examination at each of the following 
locations: 


1 See Title 15. Code of Federal Regulations. 
Part 400, Article 13, Rules of Procedure and 
Practice. 
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Office of the Director, U.S. Department of 
Commerce Field Office, New Federal Build¬ 
ing, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 

Office of the Director, U.S. Department of 
Commerce Field Office, 286 Alexander 
Young Building. 1015 Bishop Street, Hono¬ 
lulu, Hawaii. 

Office of the District Director of Customs, 
Richards and Merchant Streets, Federal 
Building. Honolulu, Hawaii. 

Office of the Executive Secretary. Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board, Room 6827, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

The proposed subzone consists of ap¬ 
proximately 120 acres located within the 
city and county of Honolulu on the 
southwest corner of the island of Oahu 
on land owned by the Estate of James 
Campbell. The subzone site will be made 
available through a lease arrangement 
between the Estate of James Campbell 
and Hawaiian Independent Refinery, Inc. 
The latter proposes to operate an oil 
refinery on the site for the purpose of 
refining crude and unfinished petroleum 
oils. 

The purposes of the hearing are to in¬ 
form interested parties concerning this 
application, to afford them an opportu¬ 
nity to express their views relative 
thereto, and to obtain information use- 
fill to the Examiners Committee. 

Interested parties or their representa¬ 
tives will be afforded the opportunity to 
be heard at the hearing; however, for 
the accuracy of the record and to facili¬ 
tate proceedings, they should file written 
request therefor by December 4, 1968, 
and provide a written summary of their 
views regarding the application. Re¬ 
quests to be heard and written sum¬ 
maries should be addressed to Mr. Milton 
A. Berger, Chairman of the Examiners 
Committee, Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 
Room 6827, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Persons not submitting advance writ¬ 
ten requests may, nevertheless, be heard 
at the hearing at the discretion of the 
Examiners Committee. Interested par¬ 
ties not able to be present or represented 
at the hearing may submit their written 
views concerning the application to the 
Examiners Committee as indicated 
above. 

Dated: November 19, 1968. 

Richard E. Hull, 

Acting Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

IP.R. Doc. 68-14084: Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:52 a.m.) 


SAVANNAH, GA. 

Application for Foreign-Trade Zone 
and Subzone; Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that an ap¬ 
plication has been made to the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board by the Georgia Ports 
Authority, a public corporation, for the 
Privilege of establishing, operating, and 
maintaining a general purpose foreign- 
trade zone and a subzone for the purpose 
of processing hydrocarbons in Savannah, 
Ga » within Customs Region IV, District 


17, Port No. 03 of the United States, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as 
amended (48 Stat. 998-1003; 19 U.S.C. 
81a-81u). 

The Acting Executive Secretary of the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, pursuant 
to Board Regulations, 1 has designated 
Bernard D. Levinson, Office of Export 
Control, Bureau of International Com¬ 
merce, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C., as Examiner to in¬ 
vestigate the application and accom¬ 
panying exhibits for compliance with 
§§ 400.600-400.608 of said regulations; 
and said application having been found 
to be in order, the Acting Executive Sec¬ 
retary has designated as an Examiners 
Committee said Bernard D. Levinson, 
Chairman; Mrs. Marian F. Baker, Dis¬ 
trict Director of Customs, U.S. Bureau of 
Customs, Savannah, Ga.; and Colonel 
John Egbert, U.S. Army District Engi¬ 
neer, Savannah, Ga., in whose districts 
the proposed zone and subzone are to be 
located, to conduct a thorough investiga¬ 
tion of the application and report thereon 
to the Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act and Board 
Regulations, that a public hearing on 
the application will be held by the Ex¬ 
aminers Committee beginning at 10 a.m., 
local time, Thursday, December 19, 1968, 
at the Federal Courthouse, U.S. District 
Court, Third floor. Old Post Office Build¬ 
ing. Savannah, Ga. 

A copy of the application and accom¬ 
panying exhibits is available for public 
examination at each of the following 
locations; 

Office of the Director, U.S. Department of 
Commerce Field Office, 235 U.S. Courthouse 
and Post Office Building, 125-29 BuU Street, 
Savannah, Oa. 

Office of the District Director of Customs, U.S. 
Customhouse, 1-3-6 East Bay Street, 
Savannah, Oa. 

Office of U.S. Army District Engineer. 200 
East St. Julian Street, Savannah, Ga. 

Office of the Executive Secretary, Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board, Room 6827, Main Com¬ 
merce Building, 14th Street and Constitu¬ 
tion Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

The proposed general purpose zone 
consists of 10,044 square feet of ware¬ 
house space located at the Ocean Ter¬ 
minal, Savannah State Docks and Ware¬ 
houses, and designated at Warehouse 6A. 

The total area of the proposed sub¬ 
zone is approximately 748 acres, of which 
approximately 270 acres are available for 
future expansion. The subzone is located 
on Hutchinson Island in the Savannah 
River where Tenneco Oil Co. proposes to 
establish and operate a hydrocarbon 
processing facility subject to obtaining 
the necessary license or quotas from the 
Oil Import Administrator for the use of 
foreign crude oil. 

The purposes of the hearing are to in¬ 
form interested parties concerning this 
application, to afford them an oppor¬ 
tunity to express their views relative 


1 See Title 15. Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 400, Article 13, Rules of Procedure and 
Practice. 
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thereto, and to obtain Information use¬ 
ful to the Examiners Committee. 

Interested parties or their representa¬ 
tives will be afforded the opportunity to 
be heard at the hearing; however, for 
the accuracy of the record and to facili¬ 
tate proceedings, they should file written 
request therefore by December 11, 1968. 
and provide a written summary of their 
views regarding the application. Requests 
to be heard and written summaries 
should be directed to Mr. Bernard D. 
Levinson, Chairman of the Examiners 
Committee, Foreign-Trade Zones Board, 
Room 6827, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Persons not submitting advance writ¬ 
ten requests may, nevertheless, be heard 
at the hearing at the discretion of the 
Examiners Committee. Interested parties 
not able to be present or represented at 
the hearing may submit their written 
views concerning the application to the 
Examiners Committee as indicated 
above. 

Dated; November 19,1968. 

Richard E. Hull, 

Acting Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14085; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:52 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 7341 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 

AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

November 19, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR, Part 340), published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, issue of April 27, 1965, 
effective July 1, 1965. These rules pro¬ 
vide that protests to the granting of 
an application must be filed with the 
field official named in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister publication, within 15 calendar 
days after the date of notice of the filing 
of the application is published in the 
Federal Register. One copy of such pro¬ 
test must be served on the applicant, or 
its authorized representative, if any, and 
the protests must certify that such serv¬ 
ice has been made. The protests must 
be specific as to the service which such 
Protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six 
copies. 

A copy of the application Is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the field office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 279 TA), filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: DEATON, 
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INC., Post Office Box 1271, 317 Avenue, 
West Ensley (35214), Birmingham, 
Ala. 35201. Applicant’s representative: 
J. Carl Preston (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a comman carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Building 
materials, except commodities in bulk, 
from the plant site of the Celotex Corp., 
Birmingham, Ala., to points in Tennes¬ 
see, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
The Celotex Corp., 1500 North Dale 
Mabry, Tampa. Fla. 33607. Send Pro¬ 
tests to: B. R. McKenzie, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 
823, 2121 Building, Birmingham, Ala. 
35203. 

No. MC 42166 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
November 12,1968. Applicant: GILBERT 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 56 Gold Street, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 Ja¬ 
maica Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties , (excepting those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between the ware¬ 
house facilities of General Motors Corp., 
Carlstadt, N.J., and piers and wharves in 
the New York, N.Y. commercial zone, in 
New York and New Jersey, for 180 days, 
under contract with and supported by: 
General Motors Overseas Operations, 
Division of General Motors Corp., 767 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022. 
Send protests to: Robert E. Johnston, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 26 
Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 

No. MC 52709 (Sub-No. 306 TA), filed 
November 6, 1968. Applicant: RINGSBY 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 3201 Ringsby 
Court, Denver, Colo. 80216. Applicant’s 
representative: Eugene Hamilton (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Explosives , blasting materials, 
agents, and supplies, (1) between all 
points and over the regular routes which 
applicant is certificated for the trans¬ 
portation of general commodities (ex¬ 
cept explosives), in MC 52709 and all ef¬ 
fective sub numbers thereto, wherein ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to operate in Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada. 
Utah, and Wyoming, and subject to all 
route restrictions, if any, as otherwise 
specified in said certificates, and (2) 
serving all points not on its regular 
routes, in California, Colorado, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, Utah, and Wyoming, as 
off-route points in connection with car¬ 
rier’s regular route operations. Restric¬ 
tion: Service at off-route points in In¬ 
diana, Illinois, Iowa, or Missouri applies 
only for traffic originating at or delivered 
to points west of Beatrice, Nebr., for 180 
days. Note: Applicant requests no du¬ 
plicating authority. Applicant does in¬ 
tend to tack the authority sought with 


existing regular route authority at all 
points in the States named. Supporting 
shipper: George W. Baude, Acting Chief, 
Operations Branch, Directorate of 
Freight Traffic, Military Traffic Manage¬ 
ment and Terminal Service, Department 
of the Army, Washington, D.C. 20315. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor C. 
W. Buckner, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 2022 
Federal Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 94842 (Sub-No. 2 TA). filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: ROBERT 
CROCKET, INC., 102 Crescent Avenue, 
Chelsea, Mass. 02150. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank J. Weiner, Investors 
Building, 536 Granite Street, Braintree, 
Mass. 02184. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Weldments, from Framingham, Mass., 
to Tampa, Fla., for 150 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Framingham Welding and 
Engineering, Inc., 120 Leland Street, 
Framingham, Mass. 01701. Send protests 
to: Max Gorenstein, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, John F. Kennedy 
Building, Room 221 IB, Government Cen¬ 
ter, Boston, Mass. 02203. 

No. MC 102567 (Sub-No. 129 TA), filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: EARL 
GIBBON TRANSPORT, INC., 235 Ben¬ 
ton Road, Post Office Drawer 5357, Bos¬ 
sier City, La. 71010. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paint, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Slidell, La., to points in Mississippi, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Indianap¬ 
olis Paint and Color, Post Office Box 909, 
Augusta, Ga. 30903. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor W. R. Atkins, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, T-4009 Federal Building, 701 
Loyola Avenue, New Orleans, La. 70113. 

No. MC 107839 (Sub-No. 131 TA), filed 
November 12,1968. Applicant: DENVER- 
ALBUQUERQUE MOTOR TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 4985 York Street, Post 
Office Box 16021, Denver, Colo. 80216. 
Applicant’s representative: Rodger 

Spahr (same address as above). Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Paint, paint thin¬ 
ner, and epoxy coatings, from the plant- 
site of Coronado Paint Co., Inc., at or 
near Edgewater, Fla., to Denver, Colo.; 
Kansas City, Mo.; Forth Worth, Tex.; 
New Orleans, La.; Auburn, Wash.; Bell 
and Stockton, Calif.; and the respective 
commercial zone of each destination 
point, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Coronado Paint Co., 308 Old Country 
Road, Post Office Box 308, Edgewater, 
Fla. 32032. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Herbert C. Ruoff, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 2022 Federal Building, Denver. 
Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 109430 (Sub-No. 14 TA), 
filed November 12, 1968. Applicant: 

EQUIPMENT TRANSPORT, INC., Post 
Office Box 665, West Columbia, S.C. 
29169. Applicant's representative: Henry 
P. Willimon, Post Office Box 1075, Green¬ 
ville, S.C. 29602. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 


vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fabricated steel , structural steel, 
angles, rounds, flats, bars, and joists, 
from points in Richland and Lexington 
Counties, S.C., to all States east of the 
Mississippi River, including Louisiana, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: There 
are approximately (13) statements of 
support attached to the application, 
which may be examined here at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof 
which may be examined at the field 
office named below. Send protests to: 
Arthur B. Abercrombie, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Bureau of Operations, 601A Federal 
Building, 901 Sumter Street, Columbia, 
S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 177 TA), 
filed November 12, 1968. Applicant: 
BANKERS DISPATCH CORPORA¬ 
TION, 4970 South Archer Avenue, 
Chicago, HI. 60632. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Stanley Komosa (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Radiopharmaceuticals, radioactive 
drugs, medical isotopes, and related 
products , (1) between Portland, Oreg., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in California, Washington, Mon¬ 
tana, Wyoming, Idaho, Utah, and 
Nevada, and (2) between points in Cali¬ 
fornia, Washington, Montana, Wyo¬ 
ming, Idaho, Utah, Nevada, and Oregon, 
restricted in (2) only, however, to ship¬ 
ments having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by air, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Mallinckrodt 
Nuclear, Box 10172 Lambert Field, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63145. Send protests to: 
Roger L. Buchanan, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, U.S. Courthouse and 
Federal Office Building. Room 1086, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 
60604. 

No. MC 116227 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: POLMAN 
TRANSFER, INC., Route 3, Wadena. 
Minn. 56482. Applicant’s representative: 
James F. Greenstein, 112 East Sixth 
Street, St. Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Salted hides and hide 
trimmings, from points in North Dakota, 
Minnesota, and South Dakota, to Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis.; Chicago, HI.; New York 
City, N.Y., and rejected or damaged ship¬ 
ments only, on return, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Fred Gruen Co., Inc., 
2411 West Capitol Drive, Milwaukee, 
Wis. 53206. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor A. E. Rathert, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 448 Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 126049 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
November 13, 1968. Applicant: DODEN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Woden. 
Iowa 50484. Applicant’s representative: 
Clayton L. Wornson, 824 Brick and Tile 
Building, Mason City, Iowa 50401. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
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routes, transporting: Salted sheepskins, 
from Scotts Bluff, Nebr., to Mason City, 
Iowa, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Gallagher Overseas, Inc., Peabody, Mass. 
01980. Send protests to: Ellis L. Annett, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
677 Federal Building, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. 

No. MC 129723 (Sub-No. 3 TA) 
(Amendment), filed October 7,1968, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
October 17, 1968, and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: LAND 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Route 2, Box 15A, 
Albertville, Ala. 35950. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John W. Cooper, Suite 1301, 
City Federal Building, Birmingham, Ala. 
35203. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wooden 
boxes, fabricated and knocked down, 
from the plantsite of United Container 
Co. at or near Guntersville, Ala., to 
Shreveport, La., for 150 days. Note: The 
purpose of this republication is to reflect 
a change in the origin point from Albert¬ 
ville, Ala., to Guntersville, Ala. Support¬ 
ing shipper: United Wooden Container 
Co., Post Office Box 729, Albertville, Ala. 
35950. Send protests to: B. R. McKenzie, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 823, 2121 Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 133274 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
November 14, 1968. Applicant: ARROW 
FOOD PRODUCTS, INC., 2625 Beltline 
Road, Carrollton, Tex., Post Office Box 
34489, Dallas, Tex. 75234. Applicant’s 
representative: Hugh T. Matthews, 630 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Animal feed, from 
Birmingham, Ala., to points in Texas 
and Oklahoma, for 180 days. Note: Ap¬ 
plicant does not intend to tack since it 
holds no existing authority. Supporting 
shipper: Western Grain Co., Post Office 
Box 871, Birmingham, Ala. Send protests 
to: E. K. Willis, Jr., District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 513 Thomas Building, 
1314 Wood Street, Dallas, Tex. 75202. 

No. MC 133279 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
November 12,1968. Applicant: BELDING 
ENGINEERING COMPANY, 130 West 
Grand Lake Boulevard, West Chicago, 
Ill. 60185. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard W. Larkin, 11 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Generators, transformers, 
electrical equipment, and parts and sup¬ 
plies used in the construction of nu¬ 
clear powerplants which because of their 
size and weight require the use of spe¬ 
cialized equipment and handling, from 


Kewaunee, Wls., to job site of Point 
Beach Atomic Power Station 10 miles 
south of Kewaunee, Wis., restricted to 
traffic having prior or subsequent move¬ 
ment by water or rail, for 180 days. Under 
contract with and supported by: West- 
inghouse, 731 North Jackson Street, Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis. 53201. Send protests to: 
William E. Gallagher, District Super¬ 
visor. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 219 South Dear¬ 
born Street, Room 1086, Chicago, B1. 
60604. 

No. MC 133279 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
November 12, 1968. Applicant: BELD¬ 
ING ENGINEERING COMPANY, 130 
West Grand Lake Boulevard. West Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. 60185. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Richard W. Larkin, 11 South La 
SaUe Street, Chicago, HI. 60603. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Generators, trans¬ 
formers, electrical equipment, and parts 
and supplies used in the construction of 
power generating stations which because 
of their size and weight require the use 
of specialized equipment or handling, 
from the Railroad on the Northern Pa¬ 
cific Railroad between Fort Clark and 
Hensler, N. Dak., to job site of New 
Minkota Power Generating Station, re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement by water or rail, for 
180 days. Under contract with, and sup¬ 
ported by: Westinghouse, 731 North 
Jackson Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201. 
Send protests to: William E. GaDagher, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 219 South Dearborn Street, Room 
1086, Chicago, ID. 60604. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.B. Doc. 68-14028; Filed, Nov. 21, 1968; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 250] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

November 19,1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s Spe¬ 
cial Rules of Practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of pubhcation of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
wDl postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 


position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70808. By order of No¬ 
vember 14, 1968, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Frank Sidoro- 
wicz, Scranton, Pa., of the operating 
rights in certificates Nos. MC-81005 and 
MC-81005 (Sub-No. 6) issued Novem¬ 
ber 19. 1957, and November 27, 1964, re¬ 
spectively. to Robert Marquard, Jr., 
Moosic. Pa., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of coal, from points in Lackawanna 
and Luzerne Counties, Pa., to New York, 
N.Y., and specified points in New Jersey; 
lumber, from Newark, N.J., to points in 
Lackawanna and Luzerne Counties, Pa., 
and cinders, from points in Lackawanna 
and Luzerne Counties, Pa., to points in 
Union, Hudson, Essex, Bergen, Passaic, 
Morris, Somerset, Middlesex, Monmouth, 
and Ocean Counties, N.J., New York, 
N.Y., and points in Nassau County, N.Y. 
Kenneth R. Davis, registered practi¬ 
tioner, 1106 Dartmouth Street, Scranton, 
Pa. 18504; representative for appDcants. 

No. MC-FC-70861. By order of No¬ 
vember 14. 1968, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Fasgo Motor 
Express, Inc., East St. Louis, HI., of 
certificate No. MC-37544, issued June 4, 
1958, to Emil Grass Moving & Express 
Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., authorizing the 
transportation of: General commodities, 
excluding household goods commodities 
in bulk, and other specified commodities, 
between points in the St. Louis, Mo.- 
East St. Louis, HI., commercial zone, as 
defined by the Commission. James R. 
Madler, 189 West Madison Street, Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60602; attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70904. By order of No¬ 
vember 13, 1968, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Warrington 
Trucking Co.. Inc., Berlin. N.J., of a por¬ 
tion of certificate No. MC 95540 (Sub- 
No. 663), issued February 18, 1966, to 
Watkins Motor Lines, Inc., Lakeland, 
Fla., authorizing the transportation of: 
Reinforced concrete products from Ber¬ 
lin and Williamstown Junction, N.J., to 
Washington, D.C., and points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Maryland, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia; and 
materials, supplies, and equipment used 
in the manufacture of reinforced con¬ 
crete products, and damaged and defec¬ 
tive shipments of such commodities, from 
Washington, D.C., Greensboro, N.C., and 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, New York, Pennsylvania, and Vir¬ 
ginia, to Berlin and WiDiamstown Junc¬ 
tion, N.J. Clyde W. Carver, 1776 Peach¬ 
tree Road, Northwest, Atlanta, Ga. 
30309; attorney for appDcants. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 68-14029: Filed, Not. 21, 1968; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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